PB# 96-20

NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV
CORP

47-1-40.1 & 40.2




s o Nogtheast Indus?Risg
96- 20 ’317‘Blnwsin7 Gedie. Ipk
, e ,

' B CCaW

o

|
I
|
!
{
|
|

Ak,
PN /
N

P
e,

s,

N i
‘M
5y gy,
q? ’ g
by,

4
"t

///&4




TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR General Recei 3 15752

i?esvyﬁ?:dg-e%e( 12553 yoy 2] 1026
Received fmw cd Md _ ﬁ Dk~ ,
(911 wndho — OO0 poLLARs

DISTRIBUTION:
FUND

(P#F J/X9

WALLIAMSON LAW BOOK CO., VICTOR, NY 14564

« Carbonies® * S1842-4W.CL Duplicate » S1844-4W.CL Triphcale - -

BEGINNING
BALANCE ¢




s

S

BEGINNING
BALANCE ¢

g 1M rrIS

|

WRLLMMBON LAW BOOK CO.. ICTOR, NY 14554

|

WA TOMP-ZYS «

onUsIED)  SOUOPLORYIM, -



file:///K-cisif-i

Cofstr |
1/32/‘5“1‘ /wawf/ A fﬂ’@w

iy o it

"/le &/ > 4,[,/150711@*



O Main Office
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)
New Windsor, New York 12553
: T (914) 562-8640
R T 3 BT W) RN . e-mail: mheny@attnet
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL : o go?:r?;d%?:::t
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. : Milford, Pennsylvania 18337
. (570) 296-2765
RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E. : e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.
Licensed in NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY
and PENNSYLVANIA MEM ORABTDUM
21 December, 1999
TO: FILE
FROM: MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

- SUBJECT: BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS CENTER S/P
(AXK.A. OSM REALTY SITE PLAN)
FIELD REVIEW - 12/21/1999
MHE JOB NO. 87-56.2/T96-20

On the moming of 21 December 1999 I visited the subject site with Town Highway
Superintendent Jim Pullar. This visit was to review the new curb island at the entrance to
the site. The original island was disapproved since it did not comply with the

configuration shown on the approved plan and did not promote the right-hand turn only
requirement.

The island in shape and dimension is substantially in conformance with the approved
plan. The island is not a “mountable” island as originally required by Mr. Pullar and the
Planning Board approval; however, Jim feels it is actually better as it is and accepted this
minor change. I would agree with this decision.

While at the site we noted that the “Right Hand Turn Only” sign is still in place at the
exit drive. In the future if this continues to be a problem with drivers making a wide left
turn, an additional DOT style no left turn sign could be added opposite the drive. We
agreed that the ultimate solution to the configuration problems at Rt.94 and Blooming
Grove Tpke. would be a total reconfiguration as a T-intersection with turn lanes. That
would appear to be a State project.

OSM122199.doc
MIJE/st

Cc: George J. Meyers, Town Supervisor
Jim Pullar, Hwy Supt.
James Petro, Planning Board Chairman .
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O Ilalnom .
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route SW.
New Windsor, New York 1255
S (914) 562-8640
i rc KK R ’ e-mail: mheny@attnet

MCGOEY HAUSER and EDSALL : o ::;mlm 3

CONSULTING ENGINEERS P C . : ' Milford, Pennsylvania 18337
: : (570) 296-2765

. RICHARD D. MCGOEY. P.E. S ’ e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net

WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, PE.
Licensed in NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY

and PENNSYLVANIA ’ MEMORANDUM A
18 April 2000

TO: LARRY REIS, TOWN COMPTROLLER

’ FROM: MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER qJ

SUBJECT: BLOOM]NG GROVE BUSINESS CENTER S/P
(A.K.A. OSM REALTY SITE PLAN)
NWPB NO. T96-20 '

Work on the subject site has been completed and is in geneml conformance with the site
plan as approved

The performance security for site plan completion can be released to the applicant. If you
have any questions concerning the above, please contact either myself or Mike Babcock.

OSM041800.doc
MIJE/st

Cc: Mike Babcock
Myra Mason ,/
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PLANNING BOARD

, » , TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 04/19/2000

‘ o PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
SITE PLAN BOND
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20
 NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.
- -DATE- - DESCRIPTION---~=-~=-- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/08/1999 REQUIRED SITE PLAN BOND CHG 16750.00
08/04/1999 REC. CK. #0480 PAID 16750.00

TOTAL: 16750.00 16750.00 0.00



0O Main Oﬂee
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route W)

(9 New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
PC e-mail: mheny@att.net
McGOEY, HAUSER znd EDSALL o m m
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. Mitford, Pennsylvania 18337
, C (570) 296-2765
RICHARD D. McGOEY, PE. e-mail: mhepa@ptd.net

WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.

Licensed in NEW YORK, NEW JERSEY
and PENNSYLVANIA

10 November 1999

MEMORANDUM
TO: Town of New W_indsor Planning Board
FROM: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer

SUBJECT: BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS CENTER SITE PLAN
(OSM REALTY -217 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE)

OWNER REQUEST FOR G WAIVER
MHE JOB NO. 87-56.2/{96-20

As the Board may recall, the Blooming Grove Business Center Plan (Application 96-20) received approval
on 22 January 1997. Subsequently, an amendment site plan was reviewed (Application 98-42) and received
stamp of approval on 28 May 1999.

An obligation of the site plan was the connection of site drainage to a proposed (and now installed) box
culvert on Blooming Grove Turnpike. The piping consisted of approximately 372’ of 15” stormwater
piping. As per the approved site plan, the on-site catch basins were installed as seepage-pit type basins.

We have received the attached letter dated 29 October 1999 from the property owners. They are requesting
a waiver from the requirement to install the interconnecting piping. It is their position that the oversized
seepage pits, which are interconnected via stormwater piping, are adequate for the site stormwater purposes.
They reference the two (2) recent hurricanes as examples of the system working adequately. I have checked
with Building Inspector Mike Babcock and our field representative for the nearby drainage project and both
indicate that no site stormwater problems were observed during the hurricanes.

I am writing this memorandum to request that the Board discuss this matter at the 17 November 1999
meeting and advise us of the decision, such that we may communicate same with the property owner.

MJEmk
11-10-3E.mk


mailto:mheny@att.net
mailto:mhepa@ptd.net

November 17, 1999 , 41

ISCUSSIO

- BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS CENTER SITE PLAN - SITE VISIT C?X/VZ/
REVIEW

MR. EDSALL: Blooming Grove Business Center site plan.
To your recollection, do you remember the 217 Blooming
Grove Turnpike OSM Realty medical building orthopedic
medicine where you were so impressed with the curb
island that’s not prohibiting left turns? All kidding
aside, we have written to them and they have contacted
us and the contractor is moving forward and replacing
the island. One of the, and there was a memo sent to
the board, I don’t know if it was circulated.

MR. KRIEGER: If they indicated if they are going to
put any numbers so people know that’s the building they
went to.

MR. EDSALL: Well, the bottom line, one of the
conditions of approval in the original site plan was
the installation of the approximately 372 foot of storm
water piping from this site to the Town’s new box
culvert. What they did because that box culvert
wouldn’t be there when they needed to occupy the site,
was put in dramatically oversized seepage pits for each
of the catch basins and then connected them all with
the piping. What happened was we have had two rather
large storm events and in both cases, it accepted every
drop of the water, we received no complaints and what
they are coming back for, saying we spent a lot of
money putting that system in, we think that’s enough,
we’d like to get a waiver so we don’t have to make the
cross connection down to the box culvert.

MR. LANDER: Well, I don’t know if that’s such a great
idea, we’d have, when it rains, it pours, I don’t know
if that would be an ever lasting solution to that
situation.

MR. EDSALL: Obviously, there’s a different maintenance
situation because you’ve got to remove any debris that
gets down to the seepage pits, leaves, so there’s some
maintenance involved, but again, they are performing,
they have written a letter asking that that



November 17, 1999 ' 42

interconnection--
MR. PETRO: Until.such time that they don’t work and
then they’d have to come in.

MR. EDSALL: They’ve got a bond up, remember, so--

MR. LANDER: Can I ask another question? This is
probably reaching but I was sitting at the crossroads
there waiting to get onto 94 from Blooming Grove
Turnpike, there was a car parked in the parking lot,
well, the car didn’t bother backing up, it just drove
straight across the lawn and got onto 94, there’s no
curb, there’s no berm. Didn’t we ask them for a berm
in the front of the building?

MR. EDSALL: No, that’s one of the reasons why I like
to get curbing for parking lots, but the plan as was
approved has just a grass area between Blooming Grove
Turnpike and the parking lot and the curbs are only at
the entrance.

MR. EDSALL: I thought we had asked for a berm, it’s
not in the minutes anywhere that they agreed to it, I
don’t know.

MR. BABCOCK: Usually, as you guys request concerning

things we write them down, make sure that--

MR. LANDER: I don’t, because I think we have voiced a
concern about them driving straight across there and 1
watched it, guy just got into his car, I mean, cause it
hasn’t rained, so it was good and hard, he just drove
out into the road.

MR. EDSALL: His advantage was there was no left turn
sign across the lawn.

MR. LUCAS: Point is we didn’t do anything about it
then, we can’t do it now.

MR. EDSALL: The answer to the quéstion is
approximately 370 feet of pipe is the interconnect.

MR. LANDER: How much money dollar wise?
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MR. BABCOCK: $18,000.

MR. EDSALL: They’re claiming they got an $18,000
quote.

MR. BABCOCK: I think they got a bond of 15,000.

MR. EDSALL: They’re going out in Blooming Grove
Turnpike. :

MR. 'LANDER: Well, maybe we can have them do some
landscape berm so the cars don’t drive over and maybe
we can relieve them of some of their pipe work here but
if it stops performing, then they’ve got to remedy the
situation inside the parking lot.

MR. ARGENIO: I think Jimmy had a real good suggestion
with that but is it enforceable and if so, how would
you enforce it?

MR. PETRO: Once you give the bond back, you can’t.

MR. BABCOCK: Nobody knows that it’s going to work
forever, nobody knows that it’s going to, if they don’t
maintain it, it’s going to be a problem.

MR. ARGENIO: I think we do, how long will it last?

MR. EDSALL: You’ve got to look at the situation that
the intensity of the storms that we had were way beyond
what we would have required them to design it based on
because normally, we look at 25 year storms for small
sites, we had storms well over a hundred year storms.
So I think the key is that it’s maintained, if they
maintain it, I’m reasonably confident that it will
continue to work, it may not be able to handle in a
number of years, a huge storm event, but still handle
what we would have asked them to handle.

MR. ARGENIO: Does that, does the grade on that
property, it’s higher at Blooming Grove Turnpike and

it’s lower as you go to the river.

MR. EDSALL: They bermed it up so everything slopes
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interior to the site.

MR. ARGENIO: What’s that pitch from the front to back,
is ‘it ten feet?

MR. BABCOCK: No,.it’s almést level.

MR. EDSALL: Then when.you get to the back of their
property beyond the pavement, it drops off fairly
steeply.

MR. ARGENIO: They get flooded, that’s my point, that’s
where I’m going.

MR. EDSALL: They’d end up with a pond in the parking
lot while it was slowly percing away.

MR. LANDER: The neighbors wouldn’t have a problemn.

MR. LUCAS: If it did get to the point it would flow
out the entrance.

MR. EDSALL: And run along the shoulder to the same
~catch basin.

MR, BABCOCK: Jim, when we were done down there looking
at the catch basins, I mentioned to Mark, it’s not a
bad requirement for almost anybody to do to reduce the
amount of downstream drainage.

MR. LANDER: As long as the soils will take it.
MR. ARGENIO: There’s a lot of sand and gravel there.

MR. EDSALL: In that stretch, if you recall, the same
system was put in at the Oakwood Commercial Center or
whatever the heck it is right on 94 next to ' .
Cappichioni’s old building, same system, and it works
there. If it’s your preference that you give them that
waiver and ask that they be considerate and providing
some landscaping, I'm sure we can talk to thenmn.

MR. ARGENIO: 1I’d say that we give them a pass in lieu
of some type of landscaping and correcting that
situation that Mr. Lander had mentioned it’s in their
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interest if those things»fail,:Mr. Chairman, they’re
going to flood themselves out. ‘ '

MR. LUCAS: Let’s put that in a resolution to a motion,
how’s that?

MR. LANDER: Do they have a flag pole there?
Mﬁ, PETRO&_‘WhY can’t you handle it, tell them what we
want along with Mr. Lander’s idea and release the bond

as long as the other thing is taken care of.

MR. EDSALL: They are working on the island, so I’11
‘tell them it’s a package deal.

MR. PETRO: You can take care of it.



PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR .
AS OF: 08/04/1999 . PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
SITE PLAN BOND

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20
NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

~-DATE- ~ DESCRIPTION---~~-=-~- TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
06/08/1999 REQUIRED SITE PLAN BOND CHG 16750.00
08/04/1999 REC. CK. #0480 PAID 16750.00

TOTAL: 16750.00 16750.00 0.00
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. © o : i) Main OMce A
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route SW\
i ) New Windsor, New York 12553
) ) (314) 562-8343
pC - G Gianch Cffice

MCcGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL Taone Denmaytvania 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. i5701 206-2765
RICHARD D. McGOEY, PE.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E. RECEIVED
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.
Jui - 9 1999
M UM
i BUILDING DEPARTMENT
8 June 1999

TO: MICHAEL BABCOCK, TOWN BUILDING INSPECTOR
FROM: MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., TOWN ENGINEER C\M

SUBJECT: OSM REALTY SITE PLAN
(Uk/a BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS C ENTER)
SITE COMPLETION REVIEW
. MHE JOB NO. 87-56.2/T96-20

Our office has reviewed the subject site plan and finds the completed site work in
substantial conformance with the approved site plan, and the amendment site plan. All
work, with the exception of the following appears complete:

‘1. Sie Landscaping and ground cover
2. Oﬂ‘-snte drainage work

Based on the aboye, 1 recommend a site compietion guarantee be established in the

amoun bhsed on the amounts set in the site bond estimate on file with the
Planning B '

If you have any questions concerning the above, please do not hesitate to contact me at
your couvenience.

Bunsy Hpud

5% 1- 8060 | - 58 /350
W é7/¢7)? uc&/m&’uuu
s eal!.

TOTAL P.81



PLANNING BOARD .

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 12/02/98 o ' . } PAGE: 1
: LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS o
STAGE: . STATUS [Open, Withd]
A [Disap, Appr]
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 96- 20
NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

--DATE-- MEETING-PURPOSE----=---=-=-~~- ACTION-TAKEN----~---
11/24/98 PLANS STAMPED APPROVED
08/21/97 REC. LETTER REQUESTING EXT. ON AGENDA 9/10/97

AS THIS IS A NEW CODE (EXPIRATION OF CONDITIONAL SITE
PLANS), THE BOARD HAS DETERMINED THAT THE 180 DAY

COND. APPR. WILL BEGIN 8/21/97 (DATE OF LETTER) EXP. 2/17/98
THEY THEN GRANTED. THIS APPLICANT TWO 90-DAY EXTENSIONS TO
EXPIRE 8/16/98.

01/22/97 P.B. APPEARANCE : ND: APPROVED CONDIT.
TWO LOTS TO BE COMBINED TO ONE BEFORE PLAN IS STAMPED
SUBMIT COST ESTIMATE

11/13/96 P.B. APPEARANCE LA: SCHEDULE P.H.
MARK & COPPOLA TO VERIFY THE SIZE OF STORM WATER DISCHARGE
PIPE. JIM PULLAR TO REVIEW AGAIN - CORRECTED PLAN - RE:
ISLAND - NEED LIGHTING ON PLAN - TO RETURN TO W.SHOP*

11/06/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE & SUBMIT
10/16/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE NEW PLANS & DRAINAGE
10/02/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE RETURN TO W.S.
09/11/96 P.B. APPEARANCE ' DISCUSSED DRAINAGE

MARK TO REVIEW DRAINAGE; SEE IF DRAINAGE CAN BE TIED INTO
LOUISE DRIVE; SEND TO D.O.T.; REVISE BACK DOORS AND SPACE

08/21/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE OK TO SUBMIT
06/26/96 P.B. APPEARANCE SUBMIT APPLICATION

04/17/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE SET PRESUBMISSION



PLANNING BOARD
. TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 11/20/98 , - PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20
NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION--------- TRANS -~AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
09/05/96 REC. CK. #1140 PAID 750.00

09/11/96 DP.B. ATTY FEE CHG 35.00

09/11/96 P.B. MINUTES  CHG 54.00

11/13/96 PQB.VATTY. FEE . CHG 35.00

11/13/96 P.B. MINUTES CHG 85.50

01/22/97 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00

01/22/97 P.B. MINUTES CHG 54.00

11/16/98 P.B. ENGINEER FEE CHG 827.90

11/20/98 REC. CK. #1093 (OSM REALTY) PAID » 376.40

TOTAL: 1126.40 1126.40 0.00



~ PLANNING BOARD
S o TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 11/20/98 : A - -
' LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
APPROVAL

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20 ‘
, NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

--DATE-- DESCRiPTION ————————— TRANS --AMT-CHG
01/22/97 APPROVAL FEE CHG 100.00
09/10/98 REAPPROVAL FEE . CHG 100.00

11/20/98 REC. CK. #1094 (0SM REALTY) PAID

TOTAL: 200.00

PAGE: 1

-AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE



PLANNING BOARD
L E TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR C e
AS OF: 11/16/98 - o PAGE: 1

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES

, ~ ESCROW

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20 ‘ o
NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING

APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.
--DATE-- DESCRIPTION------- - - TRANS --AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID - -BAL-DUE
09/05/96 REC. CK. #1140 PAID 750.00
09/11/96 P.B. ATTY FEE CHG 35.00
09/11/96 P.B. MINUTES CHG 54.00
11/13/96 P.B. ATTY. FEE CHG 35.00
11/13/96 P.B. MINUTES CHG 85.50
01/22/97 P.B. ATTY. FEE ' CHG ' 35.00
01/22/97 P.B. MINUTES CHG 54.00
11/16/98 P.B. ENGINEER FEE CHG 827.90



. PLANNING BOARD
,,,,,,,,, L TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
11/16/98 - , PAGE: 1
o . LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
APPROVAL

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20 N ,
~ NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION--------~ ' TRANS -~AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
01/22/97 APPROVAL FEE CHG 100.00
09/10/98 REAPPROVAL FEE CHG 100.00

TOTAL: 200.00 0.00 200.00



. PLANNING BOARD
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 11/17/98 : ' PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD FEES
4% FEE
FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20 :
NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING
APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

--DATE-- DESCRIPTION --------- TRANS - =--AMT-CHG -AMT-PAID --BAL-DUE
11/16/98 2% OF PRIVATE IMPROVEMENTS CHG 1235.00

11/16/98 4% OF PUBLIC IMPROVEMENTS CHG 470.00

TOTAL: 1705.00 0.00 1705.00
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Milford, Pennsylvania 18337
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MEMORANDUM
TO: Barbara Corwin
FROM: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Town Consultipg Engineer

SUBJECT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORP
217 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE
NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD NO. 96-20

I have reviewed the construction plans for New Windsor Drainage Project - Phase 2D, relative to the site
plan prepared by Anthony Coppola, as approved by the Planning Board.

Please be advised that the Town’s proposed drainage improvements will cause the removal of the catch
basin near the intersection of Blooming Grove Turnpike and Garden Drive, which was depicted on the
approved site plan for connection of a 15" stormwater pipe. Replacing the catch basin will be a 4’ x 10’
reinforced concrete box culvert which will pass through the exact area of the aforementioned catch basin
to be removed. As such, there is no reason why the on-site and off-site drainage improvements approved
by the Planning Board could not be constructed as shown on the approved site plans. One slight
modification, which should be coordinated with our office, would be the invert of the discharge into the
new culvert.

Please contact Patrick Hines of our office to coordinate the required discharge invert. Further, by copy
of this memorandum, I am requesting that he make accommodation in the final bid plans for the
connection of the 15" stormwater pipe.

MJEmk /

cc: Patrick J. Hines, Senjor Engineer - MH&E
Myra Mason, Planmng Board Secretary

A 11-19-E. mk o
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INQUIRY by swis/ix. ORANGE COUNTY TAX MAP m:-:.'rm-r 11/18/98  10:58:21
CURRENT parcel updated on 11/18/98 m01m13
334800 47-1-84 A 'T/C NEW WINDSOR v
SWIS SEC-SSC-BLCK-LOT.SLT-SUFF SPLIT LOC-*%%
334800 047 000 0007 084 000 0000 10C1
1334800 047 000 0001 040 200 0000 PRI 2
334800 047 000 0001 040 200 0000 ORG 3
NAME1 OSM REALTY LLC EAST COORD 583241 NORTH COORD 534013
& 2 ACRES 1.30 sSQ FT
ADDR3 FNTFT 0.00 DEPTH 0.00 IR-CD
4 CONDO %
52 EXECUPIVEDR e NOTES - cmmeeee o
6 NEW WINDSOR NY 12553 1 47-1-40.1 & 47-1-40.2 COMBINED

2 TO CREATE 47-1-84 AS PER
*-- DEED RECORDED --* SCHOOL DISTRICT 331100 3 OWNER.

DATE BOOK PAGE NEWBURGH 4
1 092598 4878 49 *-SPECIAL DISTRICTS-* 5
2 092598 4878 46 1 FDO041 5 AMOO3 6
3 , 2 WDO11 6 7
4 | 3 RGO0O4 7 8
5 4 swe29 8 g
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. . . O Main Office

45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

o ’ New Windsor, New York 12563
(914) 562-8640
: PC 01 Branch Office
507 Broad Street
McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL Milforcrj?i’ennrse;vania 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.

10 September 1996

MEMORANDUM
TO: Myra Mason, Planning Board Secretary
FROM: Mark J. Edsall, P E., Planning Board Engineer

SUBJECT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORP. SITE PLAN
PLAN APPROVAL AND SITE ESTIMATE
NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD NO. 96-20

A review of the file for the subject application appears to indicate that no corrections or
additions were required to the Site Plans as submitted for the 22 January 1997 Planning Board
meeting. A condition of approval was imposed which would require that the property be
combined into a single lot, as part of the approval action. Before the plan is stamped, you
should receive a memorandum from Andrew Krieger, Planning Board Attorney,
acknowledging his acceptance that same has been properly accomplished.

With regard to the Cost Estimate for the site, I have reviewed same and made some mark-ups.
A copy of the estimate is attached hereto. I recommend that the site improvement estimate be
established at $61,739.00. It should be also noted that the off-site improvements should be
considered public improvements and a separate bond amount for this work should be set at
$11,750.00. Separate inspection fees should be calculated for these two values.

Please contact me if you have any questions regarding the above.

Respectfully sybmitted,

all,

Planni Board Engineer
MIJEsh
a:mason3.sh

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania



Anthony ] CoL’la, R.A. . Dl Architecture, and Plansing

175 Liberty Street, Newburgh, NY 12550 ¢ Tel: 914-561-3559 o Fax: 914-561-2051

P
August 27,1997 _ -V
N

m:m_smmmmmnmgﬁmﬂnmmk:
Re: Estimated Sitework Construction Costs

. ol

Noté: “This estimate does not include the excavation work within the footprint -

of the building,
}wm ) Qnantny Unit Cost Total
1. [Rough Grading ‘ —$3:000:001~
b, Storm Drainage and Catch Basins ;‘;‘g. ‘ $10,000.00
s, of existing house —$10:000:00
" t:::ete(:uibmg o b asol e 900 405000
5. \Concrete Sidewalks Y 10| LF| _sibo0| ~sisoe00| 2489
6. [Site Lighting | s|EA sa?s?a&oo &%‘3—%@’9
7. #xewpmarmﬁngmm E0 N L I mr
E. Site utilities | ' «$5:000-00
$2,500.00
$7.000,00
| e
Total: _ | 515- 6')’7?7.00
fFee &
PubLic ImfE 1255
T 3230LF (' @15 = g150
Mopf W €0 8An0 = 1000
*Pv /’@«L = 7500
P -
€ 0.00 P&

e et - o e e = A e m —mmme e e e T
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AS OF: 09/10/97 1"') , ‘ll’ PAGE: 1
CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT

J0B: 87-56  NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant) ' CLIENT: NEWWIN - TOMN OF NEW WINDSOR
TASK: 96- 20 '
FOR WORK DONE PRIOR T0: 09/10/97
, DOLLARS
TASK-NO REC  --DATE-- TRAN EMWPL ACT DESCRIPTION--------- RATE  HRS. TINE EXP. BILLED BALANCE
96-20 94263 04/17/96 TINE MJE NS 217 B6T 70.00  0.40 28.00
96-20 95148 05/01/96 TINE MJE WS 217 B6T 70.00 0.40 28.00
96-20 102181 08/21/96 TINE MJE WS 217 B6Y 70.00 0.40 28.00
96-20 103387 09/10/96 TINE MCK CL BG/COMMENTS 25.00 0.50 12.50
96-20 104333 09/10/96 TINE MJE MC BG OFFICE S/P RVN 70.00  0.70 49.00
96-20 103431 09/17/96 TIME MCK CL LEAD AGENCY LTR-BGBC  25.00 0.50 12.50
96-20 104383 09/18/96 TINE MJE NC BE OFFICE L/A COORD  70.00 0.40 28.00
96-20 103440 09/20/96 TIME MCK CL LEAD AGENCY LTR-BGBC  25.00 1.50 31.50
223.50
96-20 103407 09/20/96 EXP.  MAILINGS - 5 @ .32 1.60
96-20 103408 09/20/96 EXP. MAILING - 5@ .78 3.90
5.50
96-20 105651 09/30/96 BILL  96-709 10/15/9% PD -201.00
: -201.00
96-20 104598 10/02/96 TINE MWJE WS 217 B6T 70.00 0.40 28.00
96-20 106091 10/03/96 TINE PJK MC PROF BLDG DRAINAGE  70.00 1.50  105.00
96-20 106092 10/03/96 TIME SAS CL PROF BLDG COMMENTS  25.00 0.50 12.50
96-20 106136 10/16/96 TINE NJE WS B6 BUS CTR 70.00  0.40 28.00
96-20 106122 10/23/9¢ TINE MNJE MC B6 BUS CTY 70.00  0.40 28.00
201.50
96-20 107211 10/31/96 BILL  96-792 11/13/96 PD -229.50
-229.50
96-20 106748 11/04/96 TINE PJH NC MW PROFESSIONAL 70.00 0.50 35.00
96-20 107369 11/06/96 TINE MJE NS B BUS CTR 70.00  0.40 28.00
96-20 107017 11/13/96 TINE MCK CL NORTHEAST IND-COMM  25.00 0.50 12.50
96-20 107785 11/13/96 TINE MJE MC NE IND DVMT GROUP 70.00  0.50 35.00
96-20 108247 11/19/96 TINE MJE FM BG OFFICE M/COPOLLA  70.00 1.00 70.00
96-20 107517 11/20/96 TINE SAS CL MEMO-BG BUS CTR 25.00 0.50 12.50
193.00
96-20 108615 11/30/96 BILL  96-861 12/12/9% PD -193.00
-193.00
96-20 110395 01/22/97 TINE MWJE MC MORTHEAST 75.00 0.50 371.50

0.
96-20 110399 01/22/97 TINE MCK  CL NORTHEAST COMMENTS 28.00 0.50 14.00
96-20 112312 01/22/97 TIME MJE MM NE DVNT COND APPL 75.00 0.10 7.5

e e Ty
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S OF: 09/10/91 - . S . . PAGE: 2
, S  CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT 9 . o
J0B: 87-56 - NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant) CLIENT: MEWWIN - TONN OF NEW WINDSOR
TASK: 9%- 20 ' '
FOR WORK DONE PRIOR T0: 09/10/97

‘ , : DOLLARS
TASK-NO  REC --DATE-- TRAN ENPL ACT DESCRIPTION------=-- RATE  HRS. TINE EXP. BILLED BALANCE
96-20 112758 01/31/97 : BILL  97-186 02/13/97 ' : -59.00
: o , -59.00
96-20 130737 09/10/97 TINE WJE NC 217 BGT FINAL REVIEN 75.00 0.80  60.00
96-20 130741 09/10/97 TINE SAS CL FINAL MEWO 8.0 0.30  8.40
TASK TOTAL 745.40 5.0  -682.50 68.40
5.50 -682.50 68.40

GRAND TOTAL
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AS OF: 11/16/98

CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT

JOB: 87-56

- ) NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant)
-TASK: 96- 20 ]
FOR WORK DONE PRIOR TO: 11/16/98

CLIENT: NEWWIN - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

1

TASK-NO REC  --DATE-- TRAN EMPL ACT DESCRIPTION--------- RATE
96-20 89680 04/17/96 TIME MIE WS 217 BGT 70.00
96-20 90450 05/01/96 TIME MJE WS 217 BGT 70.00
96-20 96337 08/21/96 TIME MIE WS 217 BGT 70.00
96-20 97374 09/10/96 TIME MCK CL BG/COMMENTS 25.00
96-20 98166 09/10/96 TIME MJE MC BG OFFICE S/P RWM 70.00
9%-20 97414 09/17/9% TIME MCK CL LEAD AGENCY LTR-BGBC 25.00
96-20 98198 09/18/9% TIME MJE MC BG OFFICE L/A COORD  70.00
96-20 97422 09/20/96 TIME MCK CL LEAD AGENCY LTR-BGBC 25.00
96-20 97393 09/20/96 EXP. MAILINGS - 5@ .32
96-20 97394 09/20/9% EXP. MAILING - 5@ .78
96-20 99253 09/30/96 ) BILL  96-709 10/15/96 PD
96-20 98367 10/02/96 TIME MJE- WS 217 BGT 70.00
96-20 99615 10/03/96 TIME PJH MC PROF BLDG DRAINAGE 70.00
96-20 99616 10/03/96 TIME SAS CL PROF BLDG COMMENTS 25.00
96-20 99642 10/16/96 TIME MJE WS BG BUS CIR 70.00
96-20 99633 10/23/9% TIME MIE MC BG BUS CTY 70.00
96-20 100596 10/31/9% BILL 96-792 11/13/9% PD
96-20 100162 11/04/96 TIME PJH MC NW PROFESSIONAL 70.00
96-20 100715 11/06/96 TIME MIJE WS BG BUS CTR 70.00
96-20 100419 11/13/96 TIME MCK CL NORTHEAST IND-COMM 25.00
96-20 , 101054 11/13/96 TIME MIE MC NE IND DVMT GROUP 70.00
96-20 101446 11/19/9% TIME MIE FM BG OFFICE W/COPOLLA  70.00
96-20 100845 11/20/9% TIME SAS CL MEMD-BG BUS CTR 25.00
96-20 101763 11/30/9% BILL 96-861 12/12/96 PD
96-20 103289 - 01/22/97 TIME MIE MC NORTHEAST 75.00
96-20 103290 01/22/97 TIME MCK CL NORTHEAST COMMENTS 28.00
96-20 - 104569 01/22/97 TIME  MIJE MM NE DVMI COND APPL 75.00

0.40
0.40
0.40
0.50

- 0.70

0.50
0.40
1.50

0.40
1.50
0.50
0.40
0.40

0.50
0.40
0.50
0.50
1.00
0.50

0.50
0.50
0.10
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\AS OF :

11/16/98

JOB: 87-56

FOR WORK DONE PRIOR m 11/16/98

PAGE:

CHRONOLOGICAL JOB STATUS REPORT

, NEW NINDSOR PLANNING BOARD (Chargeable to Applicant)
TASK: 9- 20

TASK-NO  REC

--DATE--

TRAN

CLIENT: NEWWIN - TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

96-20
96-20

96-20
96-20
96-20

96-20

96-20
96-20

96-20

104685

116734

116414
116415
117247

118711

143532

143151

145109

01/31/97
08/31/97

09/10/97
09/10/97
09/10/97

09/30/97

08/19/98
08/26/98

09/11/98

TIME
TIME
TIME

TIME
TIME

MJE

MIE

MJE
MJE

BILL- 97-186 02/13/97
BILL  97-807 9/15/97

217 BGT FINAL REVIEW  75.00
FINAL MEMD 28.00

MM TWO 90 DAY EXT GRANT  75.00

35

BILL  97-912 10/10/97

BG OFFICE 75.00
BG Office Reapproved 75.00

BILL 98-1016 9/18/98

0.80
0.30
0.10

0.40
0.10

TASK TOTAL

GRAN) TOTAL

F’(Qm'll//é
o §a7.7°

TIME EXP BILLED BAL
-59.00
-68.40
- -127.490
60.00
8.40
7.50
75.90
-7.50
-7.50
30.00
7.50
37.50
-37.50
-37.50
790.40 5.50 -795.90
790.40 5.50 -795.90
7 o



RIDER, WEINER, FRANKEL 8 CALHELHA, P.C.
ATTORNEYS 8 COUNSELLORS AT LAW

"DAVID L. RIDER - ©
CHARLES E. FRANKEL
MOACYR R. CALHELHA
MICHAEL J. MATSLER
DONNA M. BADURA’
MAUREEN CRUSH
MARK C. TAYLOR
RODERICK E. DE RAMON

M. JUSTIN RIDER
(NY AND FL)

CRAIG F. SIMON

DAVID E. TOWER
OF COUNSEL

655 LITTLE BRITAIN ROAIS
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553

M.J. RIDER (1906-1968)
ELLIOTT M. WEINER (1915-1990)

(MAiLlNG ADDRESS:) RICHARD A. CHASE

POST OFFICE BOX 2280 - ALIZA S. D'AGATI
NEWBURGH, NEW YORK 12550 LYNN W. CYBULSKI

LEGAL ASSISTANTS
TEL. (914) 562-9100

FAX 914-562-9126

E-Mail: firm@rwfc.com
Internet: http://www.rwfc.com/

August 12, 1998

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Att'n: Myra

New Windsor Town Hall

555 Union Avenue '

New Windsor, NY 12553

Re:  Blooming Grove Business Center
217 Blooming Grove Turnpike, New Windsor
Project No. 96-20 '
Our File No. 1743.7

Dear Sir or Madam:

We are writing on behalf of Northeast Industrial Development Corp. and Mr. Walter
Lambert who is seeking the reapproval of a conditional site plan for the above noted project.
Northeast has entered into an agreement to sell the property for use as medical offices, which
is dependent upon the ability of the purchaser to proceed with construction within thirty
days. Northeast has submitted an application for a building permit, and applied to the
County to combine the two lots which comprise the project. Upon closing of title on the two
lots, the application to combine them will be complete with the County, and we will notify

~ you as soon as that is accomplished. -We therefore request that the appllcatlon be approved,
so that this project may be constructed. .

If you have any questions in this regard, plwse do not hesitate to contact me.

Very Iruly yours

"Charles E. Frankel

CEF | ﬁ !5”‘“/: _/fﬂ@a
co: Mr. Walter Lambert N 2/16/78


mailto:firm@rwfc.com
http://www.rwfc.com/

Anthony J. Coppola, RA.  Design, Architecture and Planning
37SThirdSL, Tek: 914-561-3559 T ajearch@uy.fromtiercomm net
Newburgh, N.Y 12558 . Fax: 914-561-2651 WMMM

Angust 12, 1998

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
55 Union Avenue -

New Windsor, NY 12553

[l’roject: Site Plan Approval for 217 Blooming Grove Turnpike
Dear Mr. Chairman, |
Weamseekmgm-apptwal ofﬂlesntephnapplmtlonforthlspnjed.

Mclosnngformetwoemstmglotsmllbetakmgplacethhmﬂwwn 10 10 14 days. An application has already
been delivered to Goshen for the combination of the two lots. A building permit application has already been
submitted.

4 Commmmﬂnwumngmubesmmgumndwmmblmmnoﬂhhsaﬂathcmmsmkmﬂm
H&semﬂmyofﬁoenfywlmvemyﬁnﬂmqm

N

Anthony Coppola, R A.
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CORRESPONDENCE

EQUEST FOR REAPPROVAL OF BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS
CENTER

MR. PETRO: "We’'re writing on behalf of Northeast
Industrial Development Corp. who’s seeking reapproval
of the conditional site plan for the above-noted
project. Northeast has entered into an agreement to
sell the property for the use as medical offices which
is dependent upon the ability of the purchaser to
proceed with construction within 30 days. Northeast
has submitted an application for building permit." Is
that true, Michael?

MR. BABCOCK: It may be correct and applied to the
County to combine the two lots.

MR. PETRO: "Upon closing of title of the two lots, the
application to provide them will be complete with the
county and we’ll notify you as soon as that is
accomplished. We therefore request application to be
approved so that this project may be constructed. If
you have any questions in this regard, please do not
hesitate to contact me. cCharles E. Finkel."

MR. BABCOCK: I know that the paperwork came through
for the consolidation for the two lots because I did
approve that, as far as the building permit
application, I understand it’s in my office, I haven’t
seen it.

MR. PETRO: This is a, he wants reapproval of
conditional, I thought we did a final, there must have
been conditions on it.

MR. BABCOCK: Yeah, there was a condition of the
combining of the lots. I don’t think anything in the
zone, I think the reason for the expiration of the time
limits are because times change and also rules change.
I don’t think any rules have changed since the day that
he got his final approval so I don’t see any problem
with the extension.



“' "’ 48

MR. PETRO: This third reapproval will be for what, one
year. Again, is it .bne year at a clip?

MR. EDSALL: Has the approval expired?
MS. MASON: Yes.
MR. PETRO: Approval, this would be the third one.

MR. EDSALL: 1It’s reapproval then, it’s not an
extension.

MR. PETRO: Right.

MR. EDSALL: As long as nothing’s changéd, if that is
your inclination, go ahead and do it.

MR. PETRO: For a year, correct?

MR. BABCOCK: Yes, one year plus extensions, if you
reapprove.

MR. EDSALL: If you get the extensions, it runs out in
180 days.

MR. PETRO: He can get two 90 days. Motion for
reapproval for 180 days.

MR. LANDER: So moved.
MR. ARGENIO: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board grant reapproval for the
Blooming Grove Business Center on 217 Blooming Grove
Turnpike for 180 days from the August 16 it expired.

Is there any further discussion from the board members?
If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. ARGENIO AYE
MR. STENT AYE
MR. LANDER AYE

MR. PETRO AYE



AS OF: 09/11/97

STAGE:

FOR PROJECT NUMBER: 96 20

PLANNING BOARD .
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR .
P o PAGE: 1
LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS = —— o
' STATUS [Open, Withd]
-0 [Disap, Appr]

NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING

- APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

——DATE—~—

08/21/97

01/22/97

11/13/96

11/06/96
10/16/96
10/02/96
09/11/96

08/21/96
06/26/96
04/17/96

9/9/?7-—-$ﬂmfb
,5 Jbuap

'WORK SESSION APPEARANCE

WORK SESSION APPEARANCE

MEETING—PURPOSE ACTION-TAKEN-———————
REC. LETTER REQUESTING EXT.  ON AGENDA 9/10/97
. AS THIS IS A NEW CODE (EXPIRATION OF CONDITIONAL SITE
. PLANS), THE BOARD HAS DETERMINED THAT THE 180 DAY
. COND. APPR. WILL BEGIN 8/21/97 (DATE OF LETTER) EXP. 2/17/98
. THEY THEN GRANTED THIS APPLICANT TWO 90-DAY EXTENSIONS TO
. EXPIRE 8/16/98.

P.B. APPEARANCE .- ND APPROVED CONDIT.
. TWO LOTS TO BE- COMBINED TO ONE BEFORE PLAN IS STAMPED
"SUBMIT COST ESTIMATE

P.B. APPEARANCE 'LA: SCHEDULE P.H.
. MARK & COPPOLA TO VERIFY THE SIZE OF STORM WATER DISCHARGE
. PIPE. JIM PULLAR TO REVIEW AGAIN -~ CORRECTED PLAN — RE:
. ISLAND - NEED LIGHTING ON PLAN — TO RETURN TO W.SHOP*
WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE & SUBMIT
NEW PLANS & DRAINAGE
WORK SESSION APPEARANCE RETURN TO W.S.
P.B. APPEARANCE DISCUSSED DRAINAGE |
. MARK TO REVIEW DRAINAGE; SEE IF DRAINAGE CAN BE TIED INTO
. LOUISE DRIVE; SEND TO D.O.T.; REVISE BACK DOORS AND SPACE
WORK SESSION APPEARANCE OK TO SUBMIT
P.B. APPEARANCE SUBMIT APPLICATION

'SET PRESUBMISSION

1o e hombl ,W M _qA_zq/ﬁ"i&f 9
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. NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT, CORP.

P.0.BOX 762
CORNWALL, N.Y. 12518

Telephone 944-534-3573—

August 21, 1997

Mr. James Petro, Chairman

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

363-ir2 Yy

Re: Blooming Grove Business Center, 217 Blooming Grove

Turnpike, New Windsor, New York

Dear Mr. Petro:

Please 1let this letter serve as my request to the Planning

Board for a six month extension of the

approvals for

the above referenced project. Currently, I am fifty percent

pre-leased and my financing is in place.

To cover the

debt service requirement of my lender I must be sixty-

five percent leased to start construction.

Unfortunately, through the approval process

and delays

beyond my control, I 1lost one of my potential tenants.
I am currently discussing possible leases with two other
medical groups and I am confident that within the next

six months I will begin construction.

I thank the members “of the board and yourself for your

consideration in regards to this matter.

Sincerely,

b

Walter Lambert, President

slaley - 150 day Conditional Appeovel Begins
3//717} - Condi“oml ﬁ?fﬁo\ml Eu?;ees

- Two 190 Am, eytensions (eeanted alola7) Expige



Septembe.o, 1997 . 21

CORRESPONDENCE

ORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORP. (96-29) 217
OOMING GROVE TURNPIKE SITE PLAN

MR. PETRO: Request for six month extension of
conditional site plan approval granted 1/22/97. 1Is
that Walt Lambert’s piece where the clown shop is right
next to the o0ld Club Restaurant, I believe?

MR. EDSALL: Yeah. I think you have got to be clear in
the minutes. The way the law reads it says you have
180 days from the conditional approval to meet the
conditions since the timeframe was running and there
was no notice, I believe Jim you directed Myra to send
letters out to everyone and the clock would start when
they had the letters sent to them. The law says 180
days and you’re allowed two 90 day extensions so I
think we can’t be lost and just say six months. The
law says you can obtain two 90 day extensions so you
can either grant them a 90 day extension or if you care
give them both 90 day extensions at one time. But we
just can’t say six months cause it’s not like the
preliminary approvals where you just unilaterally vote
to give them six months.

MR. PETRO: Is there any holdup with sewer or any
reason that he is not working?

MR. EDSALL: I don‘t believe there is anything that
relates to the town that would hold him up from
proceeding back.

MR. BABCOCK: Probably looking for tenants.

MR. EDSALL: That is what his letter says, financially
that is a reasonable reason to try to get the
extension.

MR. PETRO: I know as a builder and person out in the
business world that 90 days goes rather gquickly, I‘m in
favor of giving both 90 days right now and not having
to do it in three months. Three months flies.

~MR. EDSALL: Exactly, but I think we have just got to



septencl) 10, 1997 - @ 22

have the minutes read two 90 days.

MR. PETRO: Two consecutive 90 days or 180 day
extension, that is what we’re going to have the roll
call for. Does anyone have any objection to that?
Motion for this?

MR. LANDER: So moved.
MR. LUCAS: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board grant 180 day extension for
approval to the Northeast Industrial development
Corporation on 217 Blooming Grove Turnpike. Is there
any further discussion from the board members? If not,
roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. STENT AYE
MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. BABCOCK: And this 180 days will start after his
180 days expires from the date of that letter?

MR. EDSALL: I’'m going to work that out, the date with
Mike right now.

MR. BABCOCK: He is going to get 180 days from the date
she sent the letter and then from that day he’s getting
this 180 day extension that you are giving him right
now.

MR. PETRO: I don’t have any objection to that.
MR. BABCOCK: Okay.
MR. PETRO: Someone’s unaware of it and we’re really

generating this by sending out all these letters, so I
think it’s only fair.
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.. .PLANNING BOARD .
S . TOWN OF . NEw WINDSOR . ..V'»ic.ff i o
AS OF' 09/10/97 - 1 o . PAGE- 1
, ; - S LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS o e : ]
‘VSTAGE' ' - , . , , ST STATUS [Open, w1thd]«

o [Disap, Appr]
FOR PROJECT NUMBER' 96 20 . B ey
' NAME: * PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING :
APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

~-DATE-~ MEETING-PURPOSE-——————~——— ACTION—TAKEN-—————-A'
01/22/97 P.B. APPEARANCE " ND: 'APPROVED CONDIT. -
. TWO LOTS TO BE COMBINED TO ONE BEFORE PLAN IS STAMPED
. SUBMIT COST ESTIMATE .

11/13/96 P. B APPEARANCE S \;r SCHEDULE P. H g ' '
" MARK & COPPOLA TO VERIFY THE SIZE OF STORM WATER DISCHARGE
. PIPE. JIM PULLAR TO REVIEW AGAIN — CORRECTED PLAN - RE:
. ISLAND — NEED LIGHTING ON PLAN — TO RETURN TO W.SHOP*

"11/06/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE REVISE & SUBMIT
10/16/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE - NEw PEANS”&‘DRAINAGE
10/02/96 WORK SESéION:APbEARANéE 'fRETURN3TO'w’S.'
09/11/96 P.B. APPEARANCE S  DISCUSSED DRAINAGE

. MARK TO REVIEW DRAINAGE' SEE: IF. DRAINAGE CAN BE TIED ‘INTO
. LOUISE DRIVE; SEND TO D 0. T., REVISE BACK DOORS AND SPACE

08/21/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE : ) OK TO SUBMIT
06/26/96 P.B. APPEARANCE - S SUBMIT APPLICATION
04/17/96 WORK SESSION APPEARANCE SET PRESUBMISSION

—— P — — —————
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| Anthbny ] Coppola, RA. o | Dmg‘, Architecture, and Planning

175 Liberty Street, Newburgh, NY 12550 o Tel: 914-561-3559 o Fax: 914-561-2051
5 2- (237

August 27, 1997

Re: Estimated Sitework Construction Costs

Note: This estimate does not include the cxcavation work within the footprint

of the building,

lltun ' ' Quantity UnitCost |  Total
1. gh Grading - ' A $5,000.00
2. IStorm Drainage and Catch Basins ‘ 7 | $10,000.00
3. of existing house , -~ $10,000.00
k. |concrete Curbing ' sso| | s9.00] 5405000
5.  |Concrete Sidewalks o 160| LF $10.00|  $1,600.00
l6. ISite Lighting N ~ s|Eal s3.50000] $17,50000
7. [New Paved Parking Lot and Road 30,000] sF | $1.00|  $30,000.00
B. [site lltllltlcs ' $5,000.00
$2,500.00
$7,000.00
. 59,165.60
otal: A , ’ | $101,915.00
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PUBLIC HEARING: : {

NORTHEAST DEVELOPMENT CORP. SITE PLAN (96-20) 217
BLOOMING GROVE TPK.

Mr. Anthony Coppola appeared before the board for this
proposal.

MR. COPPOLA: Okay, I think we were last here in -
November, just to kind of review everybody’s
recollection of the project, what we’re proposing is a
single story professjonal offige building 10,000 square
feet. During the last meeting§ number of things we
discussed and basically now I think we have addressed
all the board’s concerns. I will just go over those
briefly. Number one, there was a little discreparncy at
the entrance about the arrows and designation of the in
and out lane and we also last time had this as an
alternate now it’s been incorporated into the main
plan, shows clearly which way is in. We have basically
one way in, one way out and this center concrete or
it’s mountable concrete median has also been set back

‘two feet from the edge of the pavement. I believe that

was what the board had requested there. So that was
all basically reviewed by DOT and I think DOT had
really just referred that to the planning board. On
the drainage, which is what we have been working on
through most of this whole site plan process,
basically, we had met Mark out there with the Town of
New Windsor Public Works Superintendent, I don’t
remember his name, we had gone over this existing catch
basin, which ‘is just east of our property and making

‘'sure that we can tie into there which we can. Those

elevations have now been shown on the site and _
basically, all the water, the water from the roof and
all the water that is collected on the pavement here is
all going to be redirected out to the front and then
down to the east of the site some 300 feet into that
existing catch basin.

MR. PETRO: Back to that.
MR. LUCAS: Towards the river?

MR. COPPOLA: Towards thé,river,reast.
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MR. PETRO: My question at the November 13 meeting was
about the catch basin, was the outlet pipe of that
basin, did anyone go down there and physically look at
that and come up with an answer?

MR. COPPOLA: Yes, we did. I donh’t remember the day
but it was shortly after the meeting right before

‘Thahksgiving we did check with Mark, there’s no outlet

such as like there is a pipe there, it’s basically the
bottom of that existing catch basin and it’s an open
bottom.

MR. PETRO: It goes into a pipe.

‘MR. EDSALL: It goes down into I’m trying to think of

the road name back in around Garden, where Garden loops
to the left it ties back into another pipe and then it
discharges into a large ravine.

MR. PETRO: 1Into the, into a catch basin and into a
swale.

MR. EDSALL: No, it goes into a pipe. You’re tying
into a town catch basin and that catch basin is part of
a drainage system that goes down through Garden which
on the far left end of Garden discharges into a fairly

‘'large ravine.

MR. PETRO: You’re satisfied that the discharge from
the catch basin will handle this entire site?

MR. EDSALL: Yes, on the 19th of November is when Jim
Pullar and I went out, this is an area that is in a
portion of the town line drainage improvements which
are currently in the process of being bonded, this is
in Phase 2, so what’s there now I think will handle it
and in fact there’s a good chance of tearing it out
there and making it larger.

MR. LANDER: Empties out onto Ceasars Lane that water
from Garden Drive? ‘ '

MR. PETRO: Probably eventually has to gorthere.-
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MR. EDSALL: I think it makes its way back in through.

MR. LUCAS: Goes into Garden underneath the old
Schoonmaker house property then it actually heads back

‘north underneath.

MR. EDSALL: It heads in a northérly direction and then
‘it goes to almost an extreme north underneath a couple

propertles and discharges into a very large drainage
ravine and obviously we haven’t looked at the

‘calculations as to the capacity, we’re going to be

doing that as part of our drainage improvements but I
can assure the board that the drainage area that is
going to that rav1ne this single site is a very small
portion of it.

MR. COPPOLA: oOkay, so basically just on a couple other
items, we made note on the plan for the site lighting
and the photometrics as shown is one foot candle shown
plotted on the drawing. We did receive a letter from
New York State Office of Parks regarding basically a
negatlve declaration on this archeologlcal survey that
they had wanted to us do, I believe I gave Myra a copy.

MR. PETRC: We have that on file.

MR. COPPOLA: And that was it, I think as far as the

- remarks and the other items left from the last meeting.

MR. PETRO: What’s the Siamese connection to be
approved by Town of New Windsor Fire Department?

MR. COPPOLA: That just means that is the location that
the fire marshal wants and it has to be in front of the
building, it just means specifically that fitting, you
know, whether it’s brass or whatever type.

MR. PETRO: For the sprinkler line?

MR. COPPOLA: .For the sprinkler line, yes, this is

required to be sprinklered.

MR. LANDER: What size trees are you putting in the
back? '
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MR. COPPOLA: Basically Austrian and white pines, the
size should be there.

MR. LANDER: Four to five feet tall, I see it now.

MR. COPPOLA: This faces the rear yard of two other
houses, this will be facing the rear yard.

MR. LUCAS: Isn’t there a couple buildings on the
property? '

- MR. COPPOLA. There’s one building on the property,

1t’s shown here right here existing house to be removed
so that is going to be down.

MR. LANDER: That was the clown shop?

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, that is correct, actually two lots
were here we’re showing this existing lot 1line.

MR. LUCAS: What makes me think there’s a barn and an
old garage there?

MR. COPPOLA: A barh, no, I don’t think so, not on this
site.

MR. STENT: Used to be but it’s gone.

MR. LANDER: You’re not looking for this heré, you’'re
going to have to have a lot line change.

MR. COPPOLA: No, I believe, I’m not exactly sure, but
I believe, you know, part of the conditions of this is
that we basically will move that lot line and these are
combined, they cannot be separated.

MR. LANDER: That is fine with me, what’s the width of
the sidewalk in the front?

MR. COPPOLA: I believe it’s five feet. We have six
feet, it’s five foot, see it there.

MR. LANDER: I see it there, the 6 is right next to the
curb. ' -
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MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, it’s a little tight but there’s 20
feet for the stall so it’s not really going to be that
crowded. ‘ ,

MR. LANDER: Six foot sidewalk just so we have enough
room on the bumper overhangs and handicapped can get
through there with a wheel chair. » ’

MR. PETRO: Mark, the curb out front, curb cut and

‘layout is according to DOT and Jim Pullar and yourself?

MR. EDSALL: Yes, Don Greene from the DOT indicated
that the details would be under town jurisdiction.
This was Jim Pullar’s preference, this layout and Don
took no exception to it, but it does match as Anthony
said it matches what the details that the highway
superintendent regquested.

MR. STENT: I think that is what we were recommending
at the last meeting.

MR. EDSALL: Yes, as well.

MR. PETRO: Okay, what we’re going to do is open it up
to the public hearing and then we’ll give it back to
the board. Okay, on the 13th day of January, 1997 we
had 12 addressed envelopes containing the attached
notice of public hearing, I'm sorry, on 1/10/97, it
went out for the notice of public hearing. So at this
time, I will open it up to the public. If there’s
anybody that would like to speak on behalf of this
application, please raise your hand, state your name
for the stenographer.

MMS. MARTA FRAGUADA: I have the corner residence on 2
Louise Drive, that is adjacent to this proposed site.
My concern is for the traffic flow, I believe comes
west on 94, going towards Vails Gate. For the six
years that I was there, there were four major accidents
that came right into my property, one took away like 30
feet of hedges, the other actually knocked down the .
utility pole. Apparently, the traffic sometimes the
cars come so out of control and they spin and come
right into my property, so now that when traffic is

"coming from that way, they’1ll be turning left into this
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proposed site, is that correct?

MR. COPPOLA: Westbound.

"MR. PETRO: Why don’t you turn that, we all have that,

if you want to review that, he can show it to you
better. :

MR. COPPOLA: Most of you are saying westbound traffic
that was causing the problem plowing into your road?

MS. FRAGUADA: Right, as you know, there’s that stone
wall that makes that curve, apparently they lost
control and spin and go right into here so now they are
going to be coming left to go into this.

MR. COPPOLA: Well, they can come, if they are coming
from the west, they can come one or two ways, they can
cut the corner here and make a left into that way,
which is probably the way they should go, what our big
concern was traffic exiting out of here and what we had
done was designated this as a one way in but a right
turn only going out so that no one could try and go
back into this way and congest this intersection. So
if you are going in here, obviously from the west,
you‘d be coming, you’d make a right-hand turn in. But
if you are coming from the east, you’d probably go
around this triangular portion here and stop here and
make a left that way and then coming out you basically
have to go out right, you’re going east, that is okay,
if you are going west again then you have to come back
around and go out again. '

MR. PETRO: You have to come out and go north actually.

MS. FRAGUADA: But do you understand what I am trying
to say? As the traffic is coming this way, I’m
thinking that they are going to have to stop like
midway more or less maybe where that curve is to try to
go left. Will they be able to do that? They are going
to actually cut through to go in, isn’t it one here
this way?

MR. COPPOLA: No, this entrance is the furthest'point
from your property, so your house is about right here
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somewhere in here that existing house is here the house
that is vacant right now.

MR. PETRO: There’s only one entrance?

MR. COPPOLA: All the way over to the doctor’s office.
MS. FRAGUADA: This is what I thought was the entrance.
MR. PETRO: No, that is internal.

MR. LUCAS: That is the worst situation because this is
a real bad area. :

MS. FRAGUADA: I was concerned as they stopped to make
the left somebody would come plow right into them and

it will happen all over again.

MR. PETRO: 1It’s passed the intersection.

MS. FRAGUADA: I thought that this was the one entrance
actually. )

MR. COPPOLA: Stop sign is right there.

MR. LUCAS: The people that come south on 94 will
probably make the left first, once they get used to
going to the building, there’s a left where the park
is, make a right then that is the best scenario we have
to get them in there.

MS. FRAGUADA: So hopefully it will be clear then all
right but it should be then I thought if it was here,
the entrance then it would do that, all right, that was
basically the concern that I had. And the Siamese
connection? :

MR. COPPOLA: That is just a small thing for the fire
department.

MS. FRAGUADA: What’s foot candle?
MR. COPPOLA: This shows the lighting distribution for

the site lights, we’re going to have poles in the front
here which light up our parking lot and also they’1ll be
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mounted én~therbui1dingi‘

MR. PETRO: It‘’s not an actual candle that is sitting
out there.

MR. COPPOLA: TIt’s a measure amount of the light and
what you want is basically what we’re showxng here is a
distribution that is adequate enough to light the
parking lot but not that it spills over into the
adjacent, into your house, so you really shouldn’t get
too much, they are directed down and they are not, in
other words, the light is directed down. 1It’s not like
a wall mounted that goes out, it’s on a pole and goes
down and distributes light that way.

MS. FRAGUADA: And is sewage and everything else they
are in no way connected to us?

MR. COPPOLA: No, everything is intended, well, we’d be
connected into the town for water and sewer and
drainage goes the opposite way from your house so there
would be nothing that would be impacting your house
that way.

MS. FRAGUADA: And when do you propose to start

~construction?

MR. COPPOLA: They’ll probably start sometlme this
year, that is what I would: guess.

MS. FRAGUADA: You don’t have a timeframe? I’m just, I
just want to know only because like if I am on vacation
or planning my vacation, I wanted to know that it’s not
a good time to be home. '

MR. COPPOLA: I can’t say exactly, if you want somebody
would be in contact with you.

MS. FRAGUADA: 1I’d appreciate it because I would hate
to have my life ruined by a lot of noise. :

MR. COPPOLA: We’ll do that.

“MS. FRAGUADA: That is basically it. Thank you.
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MR. PETRO: Anyone else here like to speak on behalf of

this application? oOkay, motion to close the public
hearing?

MR. STENT: Motion to close the public hearing.
MR. LANDER: Second it.

MR. PETRO: . Motion has been made and seconded that the
new Windsor Planning Board close the public hearing on
the Northeast Develoment Corp. site plan on Blooming
Grove Turnpike. Any further discussion from the board
members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. STENT AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. DUBALDI AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: At this time, I’d like to open it back up
for the board for their further review. I think we
have seen this, this is the third time.

MR. EDSALL: I believe so.

MR. PETRO: Is there any outstanding problems Mark that
you see, I know he’s basically touched on every one of
them, you have looked at every one.

MR. EDSALL: I will just let you know that I have no
way of checking the foot candle lines inasmuch as I
don’t have the individual fixture isolux curves and
they are not depicted that way on the plan. So if this
is acceptable to the board, it shows you the limits of
the 1 foot candle, otherwise, it will require change.
The second item which I think is a procedural thing at
the end we have to make sure that they combine the two
properties at the approval of the application cause
this is in fact two different tax lots.

MR. PETRO: Before the pPlan is signed.
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MR. EDSALL: I think that is what Andy normally
desires. : . :

MR. LANDER: That was our recommendation that they
-combine them, otherwise, they have to have a lot line
change here. : :

MR. COPPOLA: Just to address Mark’s first comment, I
have this from the, you know, the people who make the
site lights, they have basically done a whole thing for
me here. '

MR. EDSALL:  Is it a point plot?

MR. COPPOLA: 'Just point loads, you know, point foot
candles, would you want that?

. MR. EDSALL: I mean if the board, ‘I mean I’m sure if
this is how it’s been done, there’s adequate
information. :

MR. PETRO: I’m sure that is done professionally, the
only possible person it would bother would be this
young lady here and there seems to be 15, how many
feet, it’s three feet to the closest part of the line.

MR. LANDER: Well, you can see he has it drawn on
there.

MR. PETRO: I'm sure the house is off the property 1line
also. :

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, the site line here is, it’s not set
on the building there, it’s set on the side of the
access drive and it faces the other way actually.

MR. EDSALL: Are these lights going to be on timers
anyway? '

MR. COPPOLA: Yes, they will be.

MR. PETRO: Okay, I think we have looked at this
enough. Anything else? We have done negative dec and
lead agency. We didn‘’t do negative dec, so someone
make a motion?



January 22, 1997 ' 15

MR. LANDER: Make a motion we declare negativé dec, Mr.
Chairman.

MR. DUBALDI: Second it.
MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the

New Windsor Planning Board declare negative dec for the
Northeast Development Corporation site plan. Is there

‘‘any further discussions from the board members? If

not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

MR. STENT AYE

MR. LANDER AYE

MR. LUCAS - AYE

MR. DUBALDI AYE
" MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: We had a public hearing, we did the
negative dec, anything else outstanding? I think that
is basically it. »

MR. EDSALL: We’ll need the site improvement bond
estimate if you are going to approve it tonight so that
is something you c¢an make it subject to that and the
fees.

MR. LANDER: You want to go over the lighting?

"MR. EDSALL: No, I think that giveh the technology that

now a lot of people are using with the point plot
incorporates I think on a case-by-case basis if we know
it was done properly, we can accept it for the,

‘normally we’d like to see all the curves but given the

way Anthony did it, I don’t think we need anymore
information.

MR. LUCAS: Just be conscious of her property.

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, we’ll notify you about the
construction schedule.

. MS. FRAGUADA: How long does it usually take?
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MR. COPPOLA:: Probably longer than you think, probably
six to. eight months, I would guess.

MR. PETRO: Okay, we have done eveérything, no
other--let’s do a motion.

'MR.vLANQER: Make a motion to approVé Northeast
Industrial Development Corporation site plan.

'MR. STENT: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board grant final approval to the
Northeast Development Corporation, subject to the lot
‘line change being removed and combining the two lots
into one prior to the final signing of the plan. Is
‘there any further discussion from the board members?
And the bond estimate.

MR. EDSALL: Bond and fees.

ROLL CALL

MR. STENT AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. LUCAS AYE
" MR. DUBALDI AYE

MR. PETRO AYE
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REVIEW NAME: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORP
SITE PLAN

PROJECT LOCATION: 127 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE
SECTION 47-BLOCK 1-LOTS 40.1 AND 40.2

PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20

DATE: 22 JANUARY 1997

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE DEVELOPMENT OF A
10,000 SQUARE FOOT ONE-STORY PROFESSIONAL OFFICE
BUILDING ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF BLOOMING GROVE
TURNPIKE. THE APPLICATION WAS PREVIOUSLY
REVIEWED AT THE 11 SEPTEMBER 1996 AND
13 NOVEMBER 1996 PLANNING BOARD MEETINGS. THE
APPLICATION IS BEFORE THE BOARD FOR A PUBLIC
HEARING AT THIS MEETING.

1. The Planning Board previously assumed the position of Lead Agency for the SEQRA
review of this project. To my knowledge, three (3) items were outstanding with regard
to this review; specifically, potential drainage impacts, potential cultural resources impacts
and potential traffic impacts. These issues have been addressed by the Applicant, as
follows:

a. Drainage - The Applicant met with the Highway Superintendent and Engineer for
a field review on 19 November 1996 (sce MHE memorandum 20 November).

b. Cultural Resources - New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation has indicated there opinion of "no impact" as per their
9 December 1996 letter.

c. Traffic recommendations from the Highway Superintendent are referenced in the
MHE memorandum of 20 November 1996. In addition, the NYSDOT
representative previously provided comments to the Board indicating no objection.
The undersigned also confirmed this in a discussion with Don Greene on
6 November 1996.

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania
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PLANNING BOARD
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REVIEW NAME: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORP
- . SITE PLAN
PROJECT LOCATION: 127 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE
, : SECTION 47-BLOCK 1-LOTS 40.1 AND 40.2
PROJECT NUMBER:  96-20
DATE: 22 JANUARY 1997

2. The Planning Board previously requested that the Applicant add the lighting Isolux curves
to the submission, such that site lighting can be reviewed. The Apphcant has added a one
footcandle Isolux curve to the plan. I cannot review this for accuracy, since the individual
lighting fixture curve(s) have not been provided with the plans and, as well, individual
fixture curves for each light have not been depicted on the plan, such that an evaluation
can be made for the total lighting pattern and overlap.

3. The Applicant should be reminded that the property should be combined to a single lot
- as part of this application.

4. Once the Planning Board has had the opportunity to review comments from the public at
this hearing, I will be pleased to perform any additional reviews, as deemed necessary by
the Planning Board.

Planning ard Engineer

MIEmk

A:NORTHEA mk
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REVIEW NAME: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORP SITE PLAN

PROJECT LOCATION: 127 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE '

PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20

DATE: 13 NOVEMBER 1996

DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION INVOLVES THE DEVELOPMENT OF A
10,000 SQUARE FOOT ONE-STORY PROFESSIONAL OFFICE
BUILDING ON THE SOUTH SIDE OF BLOOMING GROVE
TURNPIKE (ROUTE 94). THE - APPLICATION WAS
PREVIOUSLY REVIEWED AT THE 11 SEPTEMBER 1996

- PLANNING BOARD MEETING.

1. The Applicant has revised the site plan as per the previous Technical Review Comments.
As well, the SEQRA Lead Agency Coordination Letter has been issued and, to my
understanding, no other agencies have objected to the Town Planning Board assuming the
Lead Agency role.

First, I would suggest that the Planning Board formally assume the position of Lcéd
Agency for this site plan application.

2. We have received a response from the New York State Department of Transportation and,
as well, I have discussed this matter with Don Greene on 6 November 1996. Mr. Greene
indicated no objection to the site plan as proposed.

3. The major outsténding issue with regard to this application involved the stormwater

management for the site. This issue has now been resolved with the proposal for
connection of the site’s stormwater system to a nearby Town system.

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania
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REVIEW NAME: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORP SITE PLAN
PROJECT LOCATION: 127 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE

PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20

DATE: ' 13 NOVEMBER 1996

One other outstanding issue involves the SEQRA review and more specifically a letter
received from the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation.
The Applicant has been provided with a copy of this letter and has indicated that they will
make a presentation at this meeting regarding this issue.

Before making a Determination of Significance under SEQRA, the State Historic
Preservation Office issue should be resolved.

The Applicant has included two (2) alternatives for the entrance on the submitted plans.
The Planning Board may wish to discuss same and also consider input from the Town
Highway Superintendent.

Sheet SP-1 of the submittal still includes reference information for deep tests and perc
tests. Inasmuch as this information is no longer applicable to the plan as proposed, this
could be removed on the final plan submitted for approval.

A:NORTHIN.mk
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PRESUBMISSION:

NORTH EAST INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORP. SITE PLAN - NEW

" ONE_STORY 10,000 S.F. PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING -

127 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE

MR. PETRO: Mr. Coppola is not in the building at this
time so he will be on the next available agenda.
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" REGULAR ITEMS:

NORTHEASTERN INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION_ (96=20)
BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE

Mr. Anthony Coppola appeared before the board for this
proposal. .

MR. PETRO: Why don’t you bring us up to date? You
were here September 117 '

MR. COPPOLA: 1It’s been two months since we have been
here last. Essentially, 90 percent of what we’re
trying to do since our last planning board meeting is
work out storm drainage with Mark. Prior to our last
workshop meetihg with Mark, I think we finally came up
with a decent solution in terms of the storm drainage.
What we had previously, essentially, what we’re dealing
-with is'a flat lot. What we had previously proposed
over there was retention system with a series of dry
wells, a retention area in the back behind the rear
parking lot. Shelving that idea completely, we have
now discovered that approximately 370 feet down the
road here that is Blooming Grove Turnpike still at the
intersection of Garden Street, we’re going over three
building lots, two building lots and across the street
there’s an existing catch basin that is I’m assuming
maintained by the town downhill from our site which we
can tie into. So what we’re proposing is now is a much
better solution, instead of trying to retain and
disburse the water collected on our site in an area
before which was adjacent to these houses off Louise
Drive now we’re going out the front of our property,
the catch basins that were shown on the site plan
drawing out down east on Blooming Grove Turnpike that
is all contained I think on the third sheet, we’re
showing that front of the doctor’s office in the state
right-of-way down to that existing catch basin.

MR. LANDER: Does the size of the pipe change when you
get to the state right-of-way or no?

MR. COPPOLA: No.

'MR. LANDER: Stays 15 inch?
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MR. COPPOLA: Stays'ls inch all the way.
MR. LANDER: Did you run that passed the state?

MR. COPPOLA: State is fine with the type of pipe we’re
proposing 80 SN 12 and they are fine with that.

MR. LUCAS: Isn’t that a stream down there?

MR. COPPOLA: There’s an open culvert here in front of,
yeah, adjacent to the triangle and there’s a little
head wall here.

MR. LUCAS: It runs all the time.

‘MR. COPPOLA: Oh, yeah, like an open drainage ditch and
it runs from, there’s a catch basin next to the
senior’s home across the street. If you can picture
that there’s this catch basin up here and it runs
downhill through this open ditch, there’s a head wall
there, then-it runs into the catch basin and it
continues east down Blooming Grove Turnpike and
eventually to the river, I assume. ‘

MR. LUCAS: Does your pipe go cross that stream?

MR. COPPOLA: No, our piping runs in the right-of-way,
I think the stream you’re thinking about runs on the
opposite side of the triangle so it merges with that
stream, goes underneath Blooming Grove Turnpike and
we’d tie into the same catch basin and downhill from
there.

MR. PETRO: What size-is the pipe in the roédway from
the town’s catch basin exiting the catch basin?

MR. COPPOLA: I don’t know. At bottom of that, doesn’t

look to be bigger than 15, this is a catch basin that
is blocked so it’s--

MR. PETRO: Blocked by what?

MR. COPPOLA: I mean it’s like cinder blocks, the
existing catch basin, so it’s a structure that has been
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there probably for some length of time.

MR. PETRO: How do you know once you tie in its going
to accept the water?

MR. COPPOLA: This we: reviewed over with Mark,
basically, our premise is that what we’re prop051ng
here is no greater or no less than, in other words,
that water is basically going in there anyway because
‘that is the downhill portion of where this water would
drain off. -

MR. PETRO: Not necessarily, you have an impervious
roof and blacktop on most of the lot, so you’d lose
some of that in the ground, plus the back of the lot
goes towards Louise Drive, so I don’t think all the
water is going into that one catch basin.

MR. LANDER: Mr. Edsall, what’s your view on that?

MR. EDSALL: When we identified this possible solution,
it came nearly at the same time we were working with
the town supervisor on identifying the project areas
for what’s being called Phase 2 of the town drainage
improvements and one of the areas that is included in
~this latest barrage of improvements within the town
happens to be Forest Hill area and this particular

- catch basin that Anthony’s proposing he tie into is
part of what we’re going to be evaluating and very
likely ripping out and improving anyway. So rather
than ask him to evaluate the capacity of that line, I
told him we’d waive that normal requirement because
we’re going to be doing it, the town’s going to be
starting a project in the very near future.

MR. PETRO: Before they build?

‘MR. EDSALL: It may very well be concurrent, most
likely Phase 2 of the drainage improvements will be bid
in the spring so it very well may be very similar
timing, if not it would be within months.

MR. LANDER: Well, this is better solution than having
the drainage. ’ ' :
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MR. PETRO: No question but we want to make sure the

water goes into the pipe.

MR. STENT: Well, the paved area is all graded towards
the drainage system in the back.

. MR. COPPOLA: Right.

MR. PETRO: Entire lot is going to be into the
drainage.

MR. COPPOLA: A hundred percent of the hard surface
roof and pavement are going into that but also think
about the capacity of what we’re installing here 370
feet of 15 inch ADS, the volume of that, the volume of
water that can be held in that, you see what I am
saying, in addition to the rest of the 15 inch and the
capacity of these catch basins.

MR. PETRO: To fill up your system.

MR. COPPOLA: To fill up our system before we’re
impeding on the town system.

MR. LUCAS: Where the catch basin is, it’s short
footage from the stream and it’s going to dump in there
anyway. :

MR. EDSALL: Generally, it goes ultimately in the same
direction but I have to agree that if we were not
looking at replacing all the piping or looking at the
evaluation of the capacity, I likely would want to have
that as part of this application but the town has now
identified that as one of the next forced areas to be
upgraded so we’ll build it into the design.

MR. PETRO: You’re confident if the project is built
before this catch basin is going to take maybe 20 or
30,000 feet of water into that catch basin when we
don’t even know about the size that is leaving it.

MR. EDSALL: I don’t know the capacity of what he'’s
tying into, I’m sure if we had a very intense storm
there’s a chance it could surcharge up in the other

- system but it’s a better solution than trying to
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dispose of it on the site.
MR. PETRO: I agree with that.

MR. EDSALL: The answer is I think that if it was not
the fact that the town was looking at improvements as
well, we couldn’t move forward as we are, I’m
suggesting we do but we’re going to be doing that
system.

MR. COPPOLA: We'’d probably be amenable to upgrade goes
the existing catch basin structure. In the meantime,
if the town’s not going to, in other words, if we get
there before the town does type of thing, you
understand what I am saying that is just one catch
basin there.

MR. PETRO: Might not be, the catch basin is not the
problem, there could be an 8 inch pipe leaving the
catch basin and your theory of the system on the
property holding the water I don’t believe that is
plausible because you get a heavy rain that would fill
up in a matter of a very short period.

MR. LANDER: Mark, where does this water exit that
catch basin and is it going to a stream or carried?

MR. EDSALL: Through Louise, through a series of piping
and down into a drainage channel but again, normally we
would ask that the entire discharge route be studied
but the town has already authorized our office to
upgrade that entire system so they would be effectively
studying a system that we’re proposing to rip out which
made no sense to me at all.

MR. PETRO: I think it’s, I think it’s a good idea,
it’s much better than the pits that would get silted up
and not work anyway so I think, but I think there
should be some condition if he gets a building permit
at that time, if it’s not done by the town, that it is
going to have to be upgraded and made by verification
of your department that that catch basin is going to
take 30,000 feet of water because right now, you know
how things go, we can go two or three years before you
get down there and fix it up. How many basins on the
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lot, four or five?
MR. COPPOLA: Five.

MR. PETRO: All running into that? We don’t know what
is exiting it or not, in the meantime, go down and see

what kind of piping is leaving it if it’s leaving, I

don’t have a problen.

MR. COPPOLA: Visually, I looked, it’s at least 12, I

don’t know if it’s 12, 15 or 18.

MR. LUCAS: Can’t we forge ahead and make it contingent
on that?.

MR. PETRO: I don‘t have a problem with the approval or
any of that, as long as your client would say that when
the time comes for a building permit that that will be
functional and the engineer, Mark, you‘re going to say
that that is going go accept the water from the lot one
way or the other, either the town fixes it or we find
out what’s there.

MR..COPPOLA: So we’d verify the size of existing pipe
and if need be.

MR. PETRO: Not just verify it, I need something from
the engineer saying it’s going to accept the water from
30,000 feet of runoff, the roof alone you’re going to
probably want to tie the gutters into this, I’m sure.

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah,-its roof’and'pavement but Mark,
we’d get credit for the storage that we’re proposing,
in other words, the catch basins and the--

. MR. EDSALL: If you are tying in direct with an

arrangement, you’re not storing anything, it’s going to
be direct discharge, it’s not as if this fills and then
once it’s full, it discharges, it discharges from the
initial flow into the system but, well, I can look at
this system, Jim, to see whether or not there’s really
not a lot of discharge piping from this catch basin out
to the outlet to the ditch. So we can verify that
again, it very well may be that even if -it is deficient
we may be ripping it out to tie into the town. I
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mentioned to them that we most likely could not allow
them to install the last length of pipe ‘because we
don’t know what our catch basin invert is going to be,
we may lower the system and have them leave the last
section out until we’re ready for them to tie in.

MR. LANDER: How many feet of pipe are we talking
about, anybody have an idea from the existing catch
basin on Garden Drive?

MR. COPPOLA: To our property?

MR. EDSALL: About 340.

MR. LANDER: To the existing catch basin on Garden
Drive to the existing ditch line?

MR. EDSALL: On the discharge end?
MR. LANDER: Yeah.
MR. LUCAS: I bet you 30 feet.

MR. EDSALL: I’11 bet it’s around 700 foot of pipe.

"MR. LUCAS: From his?

MR. EDSALL: What Ron’s asking is from the catch basin
that they are tying into downgrade to its discharge.

MR. LANDER: Right.
MR. COPPOLA: Towards the river.
MR. LUCAS: You’re going down farther.

MR. EDSALL: We're likely going to be replacing the

"entire system through here.

MR. PETRO: Let’s do exactly what I suggested, please
find out what’s there, take a look-at it yourself, send
me a memo that we‘re going to accept this as a plan.

MR. COPPOLA: We appreciate that.
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MR. PETRO: Good idea, looks good on paper, just want
to make sure it’s going to work. In the meantime, if
you get a building permit ready for a C.0., you’'re
moving along and it’s not going to work, we’ll put a
catch basin in, make it work.

MR. COPPOLA: Fair enough.

MR. EDSALL: You want to, you’re considering approving
it but conditional on the outlet piping being verified?

MR. PETRO: I’m only talking about drainage, I don’t
know about the rest of the plan, I’m not going to have
a problem with the drainage as it stands as long as we
know that the exiting culvert out on 94, Blooming Grove
Turnpike is going to accept the water. You can do that
by giving me A, a memo by inspection by your firm or B,
by not doing anything but by the time the building
permit is issued, that we go down there and make sure
that something’s working, whether the town at that time
also has already fixed it and it becomes a moot point,
that would be great. If not, the client will,
applicant will have to do something with it, but I’m
not going to stamp this plan until we know that that is
going to accept the water.

MR. EDSALL: Okay.

MR. PETRO: Does anybody have anything to add or
disagree? ‘

MR. LANDER: No.
MR. PETRO: Let’s go on to something else.
MR. LANDER: How about the entrance detail?

MR. COPPOLA: What we did, this goes back at least a
month, we were showing the different details, one is
contingent upon what DOT would and wouldn’t accept
shown at the bottom of page one. My understanding from
Mark’s comments from Don Green or from DOT is that
essentially the Planning Board’s prerogative of what
they want to do in terms of that access and in terms of
the right turn only which is what we’re proposing
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probably I think what we’re proposing here is we always

talked about a right turn only that people coming out

of this property they are going to go towards Vails
Gate, they are going to have to make a right turn and
go around the horn and go back on though Route 94 and
come back down this way. And I think everybody’s
comfortable with that. What we’re showing here with
the alternate entrance detail which I’'m assuming is
going to be fine with DOT is basically a mountable
concrete center median so it reinforces the right turn
only concept so someone can’t make a left turn out of
here unless they want to mount that median.

MR. DUBALDI: Change the plan because the way it is on
here the arrows are both on the same side going in and
out, I think that the out arrow should be more to the
left.

MR. COPPOLA: Here on or down here?
MR. DUBALDI: Down here.

MR. COPPOLA: Right, that is an error, this has to go
out that way. '

MR. LANDER: I think the alternate is going to be the
entrance that I would want anyway.

MR. COPPOLA: We’ll just show this here, that is what
we’ll do so you’re basically going to 1mprove it with
the alternate.

MR. EDSALL: Maybe you should understand the position
everyone’s taking. I did speak with Don Green, the
town did receive a response indicating no objection to
the plan but it did state that they were looking to get
a permit application apparently for the portion of the
one curb line that goes toward the state highway. Don
Green indicated he had no preference what arrangement
you had for the entrance and exit and he suggested that
your highway superintendent should be consulted. I
asked Jim Pullar to look at that and he’s issued a
review form which specifically states that it is his
preference that'you have the basic site plan without a
center median, put up signs that restrict or at least
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note right turn only for exiting, so it’s his
preference that you not have the center median and that
it been posted right turn only.

MR. LANDER:  Just from being in the construction field
for so many years, signage isn’t going to get it,
signage will never work, you can put as many signs up
as you want, people go where they want unless there’s
something in their way, not like the curb that was down
here in front of the new school, was an accident
waiting for a place to happen, but the mountable curb
like Tony said, you’‘re going to have to direct the
traffic here, they are not going to bother with signs,
they are going to make a left, if you put signs up, if
you don‘t direct them with that concrete, they are
going to make a left, they’1ll still try to make a left.
Even with that curb, they’11 still try to make a left
but it has to be mountable, like you said, so I am in
favor of this island, I don’t see any other way around
it. Now, if he’s worried about his snow plows being
wrecked on this, just tell him it’s not like Ephiphany.

MR. PETRO: Talking about Jim Pullar?

MR. LANDER: We can keep that back, doesn’t have to be
exactly out to the curb line, it can stay back a little
bit. But it has to be effective otherwise you’re going
to have a number of crashes.

MR. PETRO: Myra'’s explaining he saw the double arrows
on the bottom, I think he misunderstood that and
thought they were going out both ways, but if he had
noticed the one arrow, he would have went with this.
She said he was, I don’t want to use the word confused,
but didn‘t understand it property.

MR. EDSALL: What I suggested to Anthony was that the
face of the center mountable island should be at least
two foot back from the edge of the curb line so we
don’t have a repeat of the Ephiphany problenms.

' MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, there’s a little bit of a setback

there so I guess what I am hearing is we’ll go with the
alternate.
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MR. PETRO: I think then maybe--

MR. KRIEGER: That setback, there should be a note on
the map so it’s clear.

MR. LANDER: Yeah.
MR. COPPOLA: Setback from the curb?
MR. KRIEGER: Yeah, two foot setback.
MR. COPPOLA: Sure.

MR. PETRO: Jim Pullar should review this one more time
with the proper arrows on there, Mark.

MR. COPPOLA: No problemn.

MR. LANDER: Tony, how wide is the sidewalk in front of

this building?

MR. COPPOLA: 1It’s five feet and five feet from the
building. Just a couple other things on the site plan

~ that I want to talk about, one other comment from the

state.

MR. LANDER: So you have enough room on the sidewalk so

“that a wheelchair can get passed even though the

bumpers are sticking over?

MR. COPPOLA: Detail calls for the bump to be in the
parking lot, if you look on the, in other words, you’re
ramp hump would be in the loading area here.

MR. LANDER: No, I mean all across that the whole:
sidewalk as the cars pull up, you’re using the curb
line as bumper block. : :

MR. COPPOLA: Right, it’s 20 feet still 20 foot deep
stall, I see what you’re saying. -

MR. LANDER&. Wheelchair can get passed because cars are
going to overhang two foot six inches some two foot six
inches so 6 foot is enough.
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‘MR. COPPOLA: Right.

' MR. LANDER: So you need 40 inches for a wheelchair
clearance, all right. ‘

MR. PETRO: Sidewalk ih front of the building.
MR. LANDER: Sidewalk in front of the building, right.
MR. LUCAS: Make it 6 foot instead of 5.

MR. COPPOLA: No, it’s 6 foot, there’s a planter in
front of curbing in front of the building is five foot,
there’s a 6 foot dimension on there so I think 6 foot
would be fine.

MR. PETRO: Mark, I want to go on to this number,
comment number 4, what’s this all about? Historic
preservation?

MR. EDSALL: The normal procedure for an environmental
review is to circulate a lead agency coordination
letter. One of the, a general letter that we send to
the New York State Office of Parks Recreation and
Historic Preservation and apparently they for some
reason felt that this site needed to be looked at a

- little closer. Now Tony was going to look into that

and try to get a clarification from them.

MR. COPPOLA: 1I’'m going to give you a copy of the
letter that the State Historic or State Parks Office
sent us, you have got that, okay, this came to my
attention about ten days ago. Essentially what they
have done is strictly based on where this building,
~where this lot is, they feel that there was some
historic or archeological area a half to one mile
radius of this site, so on that basis alone, they
flagged it to be in some ways archaeologically
‘significant. oOur position and here’s a copy of a
letter that I wrote to them in response.

MR. PETRO: What are they talking about?

' THE APPLICANT: Knox Headquarters.
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MR. LANDER: That is within a mille?

"MR. COPPOLA: In other words--

THE APPLICANT: There’s another area down toward the
river somewhere, there’s an older building down by the
river somewhere or something also which has some
historical significance.

MR. COPPOLA: If you -can picture where their office is,

"they have maps of the state and they have areas which

are significant in terms of archeology so they flagged
this strictly on the basis of, strictly on their
criteria that they were close to something that was

- significant to ‘them in the past.

MR. PETRO: Once you get this letter out and show them
what you’re doing there, I think somebody’s in an
office there and flagged it because they want to be
sure.

MR. COPPOLA: Our position is that what I have done is
take pictures of all the surrounding houses in the area
with a tax map that is all keyed for them and we sent
that to them. oOur position is that number one, you're
in an area that has already been disturbed and already
been developed long time ago, you have other, all the
houses, there’s houses that surround this whole area
and in addition to that, there’s an existing house on
our lot and we believe that at one time our lot was
disturbed and cleared because there’s no trees on the
lot, the trees are on the edge and probably whoever
built this house cleared the lot. So under that
criteria, this lot has been previously disturbed and is
not archaeologically significant.

MR. PETRO: You have, you’re going to mail this or you
already have?

MR. COPPOLA: We alréady have.
MR. PETRO: We cannot continue with the SEQRA process

until we hear back from them. We’ll wait to hear back
from them, let’s go on to something else.
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MR. COPPOLA: I don’t know if there’s anything else
with the site plan. If anybody else any has any
comments.

MR. PETRO: It would be nice if we can take a motion
for lead agency.

MR. DUBALDI: So moved.
MR. STENT: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New-Windsor Planning Board declare itself lead agency
. for the Northern Industrial Development Corp. on
Blooming Grove Turnpike. Any further discussions from
the board members? If not, roll call.:

ROLL CALL

MR. DUBALDI AYE
MR. STENT AYE
MR. LUCAS , AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. PETRO o AYE

MR. PETRO: We have fire approval on 11/12/96 and under
highway, we had the approval but we want to send it
back stating we’re going to go with the alternate so
we’ll leave that in limbo for right now.

MR. LANDER: What about screening, you have the houses
in the back so we don’t get the headlights.

MR. COPPOLA: We'’re showing white pines, Austrian pines
back there.

MR. PETRO: What’s the existihg property line to be
removed, Mark? :

MR. EDSALL: I believe the current site consists of the
tax lots, they are combining them for this application.

MR. PETRO: How are you doing that, just with the
deeds? :
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MR. EDSALL: Refile the deed and move the line, create

it as one lot.

MR. PETRO: You have a dumpster enclosure on the plan
made out of what, is it block?

MR. COPPOLA: It’s block to match the building, I thin’
the note states that is, there’s a detail for that.

MR. PETRO: I personally don’t know if that is
necessary, I’1l1l listen to other comments of the board
members. ’

MR. LANDER: I think it’s very appropriate, it will
look like the building.

MR. COPPOLA: Probably a block building.
MR. PETRO: What’s the reason for having the enclosure

on this plan, Jjust to keep it from the existing houses
around the site?

- MR. LANDER: What do you mean, you have to put the

garbage someplace. Dumpster’s always in an enclosure.
MR. PETRO: Not always.

MR. LANDER: It should be.

MR. DUBALDI: I agree with Mr. Lander.

MR. LANDER: Any professional and commercial building

built in New Windsor we ask for a dumpster enclosure,

it’s been that way since--

MR. PETRO: We did not do it on my site and I want to
give everybody the opportunity not to do it. If we
feel it is necessary, we’d ask the applicant to do it.

MR. LANDER: Mr. Chairman, I think there was a dumpster
enclosure on the site going to be made out of wood.

MR. PETRO: Right but if ybu notice we talked about it
at other meetings and said that it wasn’t necessary
because of the layout of the property.



'Novémbe‘:;, 1996 o . 20

MR. STENT: I think 1t's got a lot to do with
visibility, if it is going to be .seen from the main
roads and neighbor’s house.

MR; LANDER: You can’t see it behind Napoli’s
Restaurant either but there is one there.

MR;.STENT: What about the houses in the back, can they
see it?

MR. LANDER: No.

MR. KRIEGER: Question is is it appropriate for this
site and in terms of my, in terms of being able to see
from the road, I think where that is located, you can
see it from the road on this particular site so in this
particular site, whether it’s appropriate anywhere else
~but on this is immaterial. On this particular site,
there is, it can be seen from the road, therefore you
might conclude that there ought to be an enclosure.

MR. LANDER: I’m only one member on the board.
MR. PETRO: I happen to agree with you on this
particular site, we don’t normally agree on the

dumpster enclosures but I’1l1 poll the board.

MR. DUBALDI: It would be beneficial to have the
dumpster enclosure.. '

"MR. STENT: Visible from the road, I agree. -

MR. LUCAS: I agree.

MR. PETRO: Ron, obviously and I‘1l1 agree also this
time. Also it’s visible from the road and again the

houses behind it.

- MR. LANDER: We don't~need garbage flying all over New
Windsor.

MR. PETRO: Lighting?

MR. COPPOLA: We’re showing four wéll mounted site



Nérvembex.s , 1996 . ' 21
lights, they are shown right at the top so it is all

coming from the building.

MR. PETRO: Mark, did you do anYthing on the lighting
curvatures on this?

MR. EDSAtL:_ No,fnormally»I wait to get some direction
from the board, if you care to have a separate lighting
plan.

'MR. PETRO: I think the wall backs will be fine for the

rear and sides but I don’t know if they’ll reach out to
the front parking on this particular site.

MR. EDSALL: Well, the only way we‘ll know is if we
have the isolux curves drawn on the plan, then we can
determine the lighting patterns.

MR. PETRO: Why don‘t you do that, just the front,
don’t do the whole site. Anybody disagree? I think
the rear you probably want to minimize it there.

MR. EDSALL: You have got residences behind you so you
want to make sure it‘’s a cut off fixture and limit the
light to the site so you might as well get the, get the
lighting fixtures put on for all of it.

MR. PETRO: Mark, do you have any other outstanding
comments because we have got to look at it again
because we have got to close out SEQRA how about the
public hearing? .

MR. EDSALL: You have not made a decision as of yet.
MR. PETRO: Wait until we hear?

MR. LANDER: I think we can just schedule a public
hearing.

MR. STENT: Just schedule it.
MR. PETRO: We can. do it ali at one meeting.

MR. COPPOLA: Do we definitely need a public hearing?
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MR. EDSALL: It's optionél, board’s decision.
MR. LANDER: I think we need one.

MR. PETRO: You have all the residential houses.
Normally, when you have the zones so close like this,
it’s better to have it, especially when you’re coming
back to the meeting, combine it all into one meeting,
you’re not going to lose any time.

MR. DUBALDI: Make a motion we schedule a public
hearing for Northeastern Industrial Development Corp.

MR. STENT: Second it.

MR. PETRO: Motion has been made and seconded that the
New Windsor Planning Board schedule a public hearing
for the Northeastern Industrial Development Corp. site
plan. Is there any further discussion from the board
members? If not, roll call.

ROLL CALL

'MR. DUBALDI AYE
MR. STENT AYE
MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. LANDER AYE

MR. PETRO AYE

MR. PETRO: Let’s digest all the comments, you have a
couple corrections to the plan, namely the arrows,
couple notes about the buffer being two feet back,
you’re going to hear back from the parks and also I
want to send this back to Jim Pullar to locate the
alternate.

MR. LUCAS: You might want to get a comment about the
drainage just putting something there.

MR. PETRO: We have the town engineer’do it, that will
really cover it.

MR. LANDER: I don’t think you need the deep tests on
here anymore. : : ' i :
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MR. EDSALL: Jim, since the next meeting will be the
'11th' of December, I’m going to suggest to Tony that
-when he gets any additional information or completes

, the ‘isolux curves rather than wait until the workshop,
send it in- dlrectly to me, maybe we can make some
progress so if you do get scheduled- for a public
‘'hearing on the 11th, we’ll have everything resolved.

MR. PETRO: I’d like to kind of wrap this up maybe next
meeting.

"MR. COPPOLA: So we’d schedule a public hearing for the
11th? :

MR. PETRO: No, call Myra, get all the information how
to go about and get it scheduled.

MR. STENT: EverYbbdy s'satisfied with the site plan'
other than the exceptions so we don’t have to beat it
to death at the next meeting.

MR. PETRO: I think we're pretty well covered.

MR. LANDER: Drainage was the big thing, it still is
the big thing, you know, till they can find out about
the discharge, whether or not they can handle it.

MR. PETRO: Okay, thank you.



PLANNING BOARD

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
AS OF: 01/22/97 , PAGE: 1
. LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD AGENCY APPROVALS

FOR- PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20 ‘

NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDIN
APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

DATE-SENT AGENCY

DATE-RECD RESPONSE

REV3  01/09/97 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 01/20/97 APPROVED

REV3  01/09/97 MUNICIPAL WATER 01/17/97 APPROVED

REV3 01/09/97 MUNICIPAL SEWER / /

REV3  01/09/97 MUNICIPAL FIRE 01/22/97 APPROVED

REV2 11/07/96 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 01/09/97 SUPERSEDED BY REV3
REV2 11/07/96 MUNICIPAL WATER 11/12/96 APPROVED

REV2 11/07/96 MUNICIPAL SEWER 01/09/97 SUPERSEDED BY REV3
REV2 11/07/96 MUNICIPAL FIRE 11/12/96 APPROVED

REV1 10/17/96 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 10/18/96 APPROVED

REV1 10/17/96 MUNICIPAL WATER 10/21/96 APPROVED

. CONTACT WATER DEPT. FOR LOCATION OF WATER LINES

REV1 10/17/96 MUNICIPAL SEWER 11/07/96 SUPERSEbED BY REV2
REV1 10/17/96 MUNICIPAL FIRE - 10/23/96 APPROVED

REV1 10/17/96 N.Y.S.D.O.T. — DON GREENE 11/07/96 SUPERSEDED BY REV2
ORIG 09/05/96 MUNICIPAL HIGHWAY 09/10/96 APPROVED

ORIG 09/05/96 MUNICIPAL WATER 09/09/96 APPROVED

ORIG 09/05/96 MUNICIPAL SEWER 10/17/96 SUPERSEDED BY REV1
ORIG 09/05/96 MUNICIPAL FIRE 09/11/96 APPROVED



~_ PLANNING BOARD .
'TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

AS OF: 01/22/97 . : o pAeE: 1

. STAGE:

 FOR PROJECT NUMBER - 96—20

——DATE——

11/13/96

11/06/96
10/16/96
10/02/96

09/11/967

- 08/21/96
06/26/96
04/17/96

LISTING OF PLANNING BOARD ACTIONS :
STATUS [0pen, Withd]
.0 [D1sap, Appr]

NAME: PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING :

APPLICANT: NORTHEAST INDUSTRIAL DEV. CORP.

MEETING—PURPOSEV - ACTION-TAKEN-—-————

‘P.B. APPEARANCE = . " LA: SCHEDULE P.H.

. MARK & COPPOLA TO VERIFY THE SIZE OF STORH WATER DISCHARGE
. PIPE. JIM PULLAR TO: REVIEW AGAIN - CORRECTED PLAN — RE:
ISLAND - NEED LIGHTING ON PLAN ~ TO. RETURN TO W.SHOP*

WORK SESSION APPEARANCE‘ REVISE & SUBMIT |

'WORK SESSION APPEARANCE NEW PLANS & DRAINAGE
WORK SESSION APPEARANGE "~ RETURN TO W.S.
P.B. APPEARANCE 'DISCUSSED DRAINAGE

. MARK TO REVIEW:- DRAINAGE, "SEE IF DRAINAGE CAN BE TIED INTO
. LOUISE DRIVE; SEND TO D.O.T.; REVISE BACK DOORS AND SPACE

WORK SESSION APPEARANCE .~  OK TO SUBMIT

P.B. APPEARANCE =~ - SUBMIT APPLICATION

WORK SESSION APPEARANCE "~ SET PRESUBMISSION



PLANNING BOARD : TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
COUNTY OF ORANGE : STATE OF NEW YORK
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In the Matter of Application for

7QE222aaZZ&z‘_sébaﬁaméiaﬁl_iiaa_cgyp ,

Applicant.

AFFIDAVIT OF
SERVICE
BY MAIL

STATE OF NEW YORK)
) SS.:
COUNTY OF ORANGE )

MYRA L. MASON, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

That I am not a party to the action, am over 18 years of age
and reside at 350 Bethlehem Road, New Windsor, NY 12553.

on [(-/0- 927 , I compared the __/& addressed
‘envelopes containing the attached Notice of Public Hearing with
the certified list provided by the Assessor regarding the above
application for Site Plan/Subdivision and I f£ind that the
addressees are identical to the list received. I then mailed the
envelopes in a U.S. Depository within the Town of New Windsor.

Dadsr—

yrhA L. Mason, Secretary for
the Planning Board

Sworn to before me this

‘SB: day Of%ﬂ%, 1991

Notary Publi

DEBORAH GREEN
Notary Public, State of New York
Qualified in Orange County

# 49840

984065
Commission Expires July 15, ®l

AFFIMAIL.PLB - DISCi#1 P.B.
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1). *select’ Appllcable Item‘"‘“ e

EGAL NOTICE

: NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN t:hat the PLANNING BOARD of the TOwWN OF NEW

WINDSOR, County of Orange, State of New York wi].l hold a PUBLIC

I-lEARING at 'rpwn Hal,l, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York on

January 22, 1997 at 7:30 PM on the approval of the

(Site Plan)* oz' < Proposed 10,000 SF Office Building =
' located 217 Blooming Grove Turnpike (mtcrsecﬂol of Route 94)
~ Map of the ' ) (Site Plan)* is on file and may

'be inspected at the Planning Beard office, Town Hall, 555 Union

Ave;me, New wj.ndsor, N.Y. prior to the Public Hearing.

Dated: 1212796 ’ ‘ : By Order of

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING EBOARD
James R. Petro, Jr.

Chairman

NOTES TO APPLICANT:

2). A completed copy of this Notice must be approved prior
" to publication in The Sentinel.

3). The cost and responsxb:.l:.tv for puhllca.tlon of this Notice
is fully the Apolica.nts. _



- T@WN OF NEwW WRDSOR
555 UNION AVENUE h
NEW‘ WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553

December 19, 1996

Anthony Coppola - Architect

6 Diamond Court

Newburgh, NY 12550

Re: Tax Map Parcels 47-1-40.1 & 40.2
Dear Mr. Coppola:

According to our records, the attached list of property owners for the
above parcels are abutting and across any street.

The charge for this service is $25.00, which you have aiready paid in
the form of a deposit.

Sincerely,

</ COOK fa A

LESLIE COOK
Sole Assessor

/cd .
Attachment

cc: Myra Mason, Planning Board



Fraquada, Joseph & Marta Barbot\/’//
2 Louise Drive
New W1ndsor NY 12553

'Freeman John and Dorls
4 Louise Drive
New W1ndsor NY 12553

Plsc1te;l1,_Grace & Ludoviéo; Roséb/(,—
. 6 Louise Drive. o .
- New Windsor, NY 12553

Freda, Eve & RIchard L L”d’
8 Louise Dr. :
New Windsor, NY 12553

Mayer .Associates Inc. "/”’

10 Dogwood Lane
Newburgh, NY 12550

'Hays, Weldon L”’f‘)

PO Box 657
Lancaster TX 75146

~ Lockwood, Wllllam R. & William A. él’///),

Scott W. & Paul M.

¢/o0 New Windsor Town House -
PO Box 4328

New Windsor, NY 12553



. . 0 Main Office S
45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)

‘ New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
LS : O Branch Office
507 Broad S
McGOEY, HAUSER anda EDSALL Mifford. Pem“';‘:ama sa3a7
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. - (717) 296-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.

MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.

20 November 1996

TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

MEMORANDUM
JAMES PETRO, PLANNING BOARD CHAIRMAN
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E., PLANNING BOARD ENGINEER

BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS CENTER
FIELD REVIEW - 11/19/96

- - NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD NUMBER 96-20

Pursuant to the request of the Planning Board at their 13, November 1996, the undersigned,
Highway Superintendent Jim Pullar and Project Architect Anthony Coppola met at the project
site to review the drainage and site driveway issues. The following should be noted:

1.

Jim Pullar and I have reviewed the receiving catch basin proposed for
connection of the drainage system. As well, we have reviewed the
downstream course. It is our opinion that the existing system is adequate for
connection of the site drainage, as proposed.

I reminded Anthony Coppola that it is necessary that the grades be verified
between the site entrance and the receiving catch basin, such that the minimum
1% slope can be verified for the proposed drainage pipe within Blooming
Grove Tumpike. Anthony indicated that this would be checked and advised
that the invert elevations for the on-site piping are dependent upon the building
elevation and finished grade elevations, which have not yet been finalized.

' Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania



Blooming Grove Business Center  Page 2 19 November 1996
Memorandum '

3. We reviewed the driveway access. Jim Pullar reaffirmed his desire for a right
turn only exit and a directional divider. The divider should be a mountable
concrete divider with maximum interior 6" height. Conventional curbs are not
used on the divider, but rather tapered ribbed sections. Approximate widths for
the divider should be 3’ interior and 6’ exterior, setback 2’ from the curb line
(curb line should be approximately 1’ off travelled way). Ingress lane should
be 15’ width and egress lane should be 12°.

If you have any questions regardmg the above, please do not hesitate to contact the
undersigned.

Respectfully submitted,
Mark J. %all, PE.
Planning Board Engineer
MIEsh

a:bloom.sh
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation ‘

S:S 5 M M Re: LEAD AGENFY CQORDINATIOE‘I RESPONSEK :
Desr 1. Wﬁ |

This letter responds to your communication of A 7 / 79% regarding
lead agency coordination for the above-noted project, under Art:cle 8 (State
Environmental Quality Review - SEQR) of the Environmental Conservation Law
and 6 NYCRR Part 617. The Department has the following interest in this
project:

DEC Permits (if any):

DEC Contact Person:

SEQR Classification: [ ] Type 1 [V Unlisted

DEC Position:

Based on the information provided:

[V]/ DEC has no objection to your agency assuming lead agency status for
this action.

[ ] DEC wishes to assume lead agency status for this action.
[ 1 DEC needs additional information in order to respond (see comments).
{ 1 DEC cannot be lead agency because it has no jurisdiction in this action.
Comments: [ ] see attached [ nbne
If you do not Vconc'urv with the DEC position indicated above, please contact
;’1;1; %fgce to resolve desngnatmn of lead agency within the time allowable under

Please feel free to contact this office for further information or discussion.

Sincerely,

’ 7 : ) Ny A‘..uuu- y
e : .é)?;{ /ﬂ%/ 3'0;_;‘-‘.
so: HE. - | &S,
% o

cc: (attach distribution list) . : o~ mecge



. ' . ’ O Main Office
. 45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)
New Windsor, New York 12553

{914) 562-8640
pC : O Branch Office
MGGOEY, HAUSER ans EDSALL | sroadShes o
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. . (717) 296-2765
RlCHARD D. MCGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
. MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
JAMES M. FARR, P.E.
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD
REVIEW COMMENTS
REVIEW NAME: BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS CENTER SITE PLAN
PROJECT LOCATION: 217 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE
, SECTION 47-BLOCK 1-LOTS 40.1 AND 40.2
PROJECT NUMBER:  96-20
DATE: 11 SEPTEMBER 1996
DESCRIPTION: THE APPLICATION PROPOSES A 10,000 SQUARE FOOT

ONE-STORY PROFESSIONAL OFFICE BUILDING. THE
PLAN WAS REVIEWED ON A CONCEPT BASIS ONLY.

1. The plan provides bulk information which would be applicable for both professional
offices and medical offices. The bulk table is correct, with the exception of the required
value for the rear yard setback. The Applicant should revise Note 1 to indicate that the
Proposal is for professional offices or medical offices. The reference to C1 occupancy
should also be removed from this note.

2. The Applicant has provided parking information for both alternatives. The professional
office would appear to have acceptable parking, although the "alternate parking
calculation" documents insufficient parking for the medical office alternative. As such,
the number of doctors or number of exam rooms would need to be decreased.

3. The application appears to indicate that this property is actually two (2) tax lots.

Although Note 6 indicates that they will be combined, it would be beneficial to have the
plan depict the location of the current lot line (to be eliminated).

4, The plan would appear to provide acceptable handicapped parking spaces, although, based
on the curb and pavement elevations indicated, no access ramp appears to be provided.

Licensed in New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania



TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
PLANNING BOARD

REVIEW COMMENTS
PAGE 2

REVIEW NAME: BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS CENTER SITE PLAN
PROJECT LOCATION: 217 BLOOMING GROVE TURNPIKE

SECTION 47-BLOCK 1-LOTS 40.1 AND 40.2
PROJECT NUMBER: 96-20
DATE: 11 SEPTEMBER 1996

5. The Applicant has submitted a drainage study for review for the proposed project. The
study does not identify the professional office preparing the study, nor does same bear the
signature and stamp of the licensed professional. A corrected copy should be submitted.

6. A dumpster is provided at the southwest corner of the site. No enclosure is indicated.
The Board should discuss, with the Applicant, the requirements.

7. As previously indicated, this plan has been reviewed as a concept plan. After the Board
has had this opportunity to review the concept plan and advise the Applicant accordingly,
it is understood that detailed site development plans will be submitted. Once received,
I will be pleased to perform a detailed review of same.

A:BLOOMGR.mk
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BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS CENTER SITE PLAN (96-20
BLOOMING GROVE TURNPTKE

Mr. Anthony Coppola appeared before the board for this
proposal.

MR. COPPOLA: We were here in June at a presubmission
for basically the same site plan and the site plan we
have tonight is essentially still preliminary plan. At
our presubmission meeting in June, we were essentially
looking at a few major items which I believe now we
have addressed and I’d like to go into them, one being
the storm drainage on the site and the second being the
traffic and access to Route 94 and Blooming Grove
Turnpike. Just to back up a second, what we’re
proposing is a single story 10,000 square foot
professional office building, parking in the front and
the rear of the existing building and we’re in an NC
zoning district, I believe it conforms with all the
setback requirements and everything in terms of the
bulk table which we have in the upper right-hand corner
of the drawing. As far as the storm drainage over the
summer, we went out there with a backhoe, we dug
several deep tests and made perc tests throughout the
site, basically looking at the soils there and looking
.at the percolation of the soils. There’s no existing
catch basins or any type of storm drainage systems that
we can tie into so we’re looking to retain our runoff
from the roof and our runoff from the paved areas on
site. We submitted with this application and I believe
Mark has a copy of this, a copy of the storm drainage
report showing the calculations for 10 and 25 year
storm. And essentially what we’re doing here and
what’s shown on the plan is we really got our best
results as far as percolation of the so0il in the rear
of the lot and basically, outlining a retention area or
drainage area back there which is shown on the
drawings. What we’re showing in the front is a single
catch basin for the front parking lot, our roof leaders
are going to be tied into that, there’s going to be
another trench drain that is going to take some of the
runoff from our paved entranceway and little bit from
the state right-of-way. Both of those lead to a series
of three seepage pits, P1, P2 and P3, those are also
basically seepage its, they are dry well structures
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which are basically cast iron grate on top so they
allow water in, some of the water dispersed within the
soil there and then those, the overflow for that is
essentially carried on to the rear. So three seepage
pits and then the overflow from those three seepage
pits drains out into this retention area in the rear.
And the accumulated volume of the catch basins, the
trench drain, those three seepage pits together with 15
inch storm drainage lines and with the volume of the
retention area we feel is going to be sufficient to
address a 10 and a 25 year storm for that runoff.

MR. PETRO: How are you going to treat that basically
you’re making the retention pond there, is it going to
be fenced, how are you going to be treating that, is it
going to have riprap around it?

MR. COPPOLA: We haven’t detailed anything yet but what
I am thinking basically it’s going to be about three
feet deep and it’s going to be all riprap so we’re
going to have heavy stone in there, filter fabric
underneath that and then we’re going to have to do some
landscaping and screening around it.

MR. PETRO: How did you calculate 100 feet by 10 feet

by 3 for 25 year storm, did you take the entire cubic

feet of this finished site including the roof,
blacktop?

MR. COPPOLA: Right, exactly, in other words, as
opposed to what we’‘re proposing and what I believe is
shown in other calculations is that 15,000 gallon
volume is about half of the requirement for the 25 year
storm. The other half is essentially within the
structures themselves within the 15 inch pipe within
the seepage pits that makes the other half of the
volume.

MR. STENT: How deep are the seepage pits going to be?

MR. COPPOLA: We have picked out a unit, I believe it’s
on the larger end, I want to say eight feet, I don’t
remember the exact thing we’re going to be showing that
on the drawing, that is in our calculations, but I
believe it’s the largest one that they have, I believe
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it’s about eight feet deep.

MR. PETRO: Anthony, another thing that you definitely
have to do, you have to get in the back of the lot and
do some percolation tests because you can start digging
your detention pond and it can fill up just with ground
water, then you would have 2zero.

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, we did do a perc here, we have PH3,
which is shown on the drawings, we didn’t get good perc
results in the front but we do have that was our best
perc in the rear so we--

MR. PETRO: Just for disbursement, I’m talking about
finding water in the ground.

MR. COPPOLA: For ground water?
MR. PETRO: Yes.

MR. COPPOLA: Well, in the deep tests, I believe that
that is noted too, we didn’t find any ground water, we
did these tests at the end of August when it was, I
mean we had really heavy rains throughout the summer
and towards the end of August and they didn’t.

'MR. PETRO: Mark, you’ll review that anyway?

MR. EDSALL: Yes.
MR. COPPOLA: We can go over that with Mark.

MR. PETRO: Why don’t we talk a little bit about the
one thing I want to clear up first, this is very
important, and Mark has it in his comments, we have
medical office building, it’s really contradictory in
terms, either going to be medical or office, I think
even the parking calculations change.

MR. COPPOLA: Well, what my understanding was we’re
proposing professional office building, we’re showing
an alternative calculation if they put doctor’s offices
in there based on--

MR. PETRO: Just go with the most restrictive.
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MR. EDSALL: I have no problem with him saying one or
the other, but the problem is when the calculation for
the medical office he proved that he did not have
enough parking so he’s got to either have--

MR. COPPOLA: We missed one spéce difference.

MR. EDSALL: You have just got to make it work.

MR. PETRO: Why not go with the most restrictive?

MR. EDSALL: Theoretically, if they propose one use and
another use then is occupied, it’s not in conformance
with the site plan. So he is giving the site the
option of either one and as long as he proves it can

comply both ways, I have no problem with it.

MR. COPPOLA: 1I’1l1l change that, I know we eliminated a
parking spot and I forgot to do the calculation.

MR. PETRO: So you are on that headache. Let’s go to
the entranceway, I think that was the real thorn.

MR. COPPOLA: If I can explain a little bit what we

"have done on that. About four weeks ago, I met Don

Green, who is the New York State DOT representative on
the site I gave him a copy of the site plan, we
reviewed everything basically noting that the sight
distances here up and down Blooming Grove Turnpike,
well, west on Blooming Grove Turnpike and then it would
be east up New York State 94 are not great, the sight
distances either way are not great, I spoke to Don
Green again this morning, he had in the meantime
submitted this plan to the Poughkeepsie office, they
reviewed it, his conclusion was number one, what we’re
proposing basically is a right turn only out of our
entrance, is the best solution possible but he also
essentially hedged his bets by saying that this was
essentially on a town road and I believe he’s probably
going to leave the decision up to the town if that is
his prerogative to do.

MR. LANDER: It’s still within his domain here because
Route 94 is right there.
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MR. COPPOLA: He said both to me and I know he still
has to get the drawing and review it.

MR. EDSALL: Did he indicate that it did not require a
state permit? This is virtually at the intersection.

MR. COPPOLA: It was my understanding that he said that
based on we didn’t really talk about a permit but he
said based upon what we’re proposing, it would be up to
the planning board, that is the way I understood him.

MR. EDSALL: Can I speak on that for a minute?
MR. PETRO: Absolutely.

MR. EDSALL: I think whenever it comes time for SEQRA,
we’ll send DOT notification to let them decide if they
think they have any jurisdiction and as well, we’ll
send the planning board a plan and- let them tell us if
it needs a permit or not rather than just act verbally,
let’s find out exactly what they have to say.

MR. LANDER: Now, I’'m not the great proponent of these
seepage pits and these retention ponds, especially when
this one here is not going to go anywhere but to the
‘back of this site and then sit there. There’s no other
area at this location where is the water goes down
Blooming Grove Turnpike?

MR. COPPOLA: There is a stream that is, I don’t know,
about 500 feet or so away from here, I don’t know the
name of it. The problem with that is the elevations
don’t work because there is a hump in the road that
goes up and then-it goes down to the stream and also no
way to make that work, no feasible way. We could shut
off more of the water a little bit more into the front,
we have ten feet in between our paved area and our lot
line and then of course, there’s more room before you
get to the paved area on the road.

MR. LANDER: You‘’re not to have any curbing up here?

MR. COPPOLA: No, there’s no curbing, we could sheet
off more that way, put riprap there, get rid of half
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the volume, that front parking lot, maybe sheet it out
towards there.

MR. LUCAS: 1Is there any pond there now?

MR. COPPOLA: No, here’s the other thing I have got to
tell you. Again we were there in August, I think it
was we were there the end of August, I can’t remember,
it was the middle of August and it was at that time
when we had steady rain for almost every week and there
was really no ponding on the site. We even went to the
neighbor over here who has basically developed the same
system that we want to propose, they have a dry well
there, we looked in the bottom of the dry well, it was
raining that day and it was dry, there was nothing
there.

MR. PETRO: But let’s keep in mind you’re going to have
30,000 feet of non-pervious material here in here
instead of just so0il, so you are going to pick up some.

MR. EDSALL: Could you just tell us what the other
project was, which one?

MR. COPPOLA: Dr. Mahar, I think.

'MR. STENT: To the east of that building?

MR. COPPOLA: To the east, it’s shown on the plan, we
don’t, I show the building but he has one seepage pit,
I believe it’s an eight foot deep seepage pit, we kind
of looked through the grate and I‘m just telling you
what we saw.

MR. PETRO: Thgréis nothing in the development directly
behind you, there’s nothing there.

MR. COPPOLA: As far as tying into this, no, I think
these are two back yards. ‘

MR. PETRO: How about passed the back yards?
MR. LANDER: That is Garden Drive, I believe.

MR. STENT: No, Louise Drive.
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MR. COPPOLA: Garden Drive.
MR. BABCOCK: Turns into Garden Drive.

MR. COPPOLA: Off Blooming Grove Turnpike, I don’t know
if there’s anything in the street back there.

MR. STENT: Also, no way you can get down to the stream
in back of this other property that adjoins that?

MR. COPPOLA: I don’t think the elevations work, you
can envision a hump in the road right over here.

MR. STENT: I’'m famjliar with it.

MR. COPPOLA: There was a way we can tie into the state
right-of-way to bring something low down there but it
really doesn’t work. I think we can, like I said,
might get this by shutting some of this water toward
Blooming Grove Turnpike, you’‘re essentially going to
have at least 20 feet of grassy area there, we can dig
a little swale. '

MR. PETRO: Sheet flow towards state highway is just

.not a good deal.

MR. STENT: Probably have a negative pitch but it would
be going down.

MR. COPPOLA: We’d have to dig a little swale, maybe
put riprap there.

MR. STENT: So it won’t, so it won’t be going to the
highway, Jim. )

MR. LANDER: Mr. Edsall, what do you think about the
plan, the drainage end of it?

MR. EDSALL: I’1l1 defer comment until I finish the
review of the submitted report, but as I note in
comment 5, we should get a report which identifies the
professional who prepared it by name and license so we
know who we’re dealing with.
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MR. PETRO: Go onto Louise Drive also.
MR. EDSALL: Obviously, Mr. Lander, I have--

MR. COPPOLA: I‘1l1 do that, see if there’s any other
way.

MR. PETRO: Get a right-of-way through somebody’s
become yard, might be a cheaper system than all these,
just regular catch basins and tie into another catch
basin there, if there’s one back there, how can there
be no catch basins back there? ‘

MR. EDSALL: 1It’s very possible, unfortunately.

MR. BABCOCK: We need to look at it, I think Anthony
needs to look at it, how he can get from here to there,
that can be more difficult.

MR. PETRO: But if he could obtain an easement through
someone’s yard, I’d rather do that than the retention
pond, fence, deep pits all over the place that are
probably not going to work, end up with silt.

MR. BABCOCK: They have done two perc tests and they

.have no perc, they are not in the same location but--

MR. COPPOLA: The front two I think what did we do,
five percs and the two in the front, we didn’t get
anything, that is why there’s no structures over there
in the back really, we got our best perc, there was
some clay but the clay was basically shallow and then
we hit bank run underneath the clay.

MR. EDSALL: Who was the professional who prepared the
drainage plans present to review the soils?

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, he did that, I’11 get you
everything on him.

MR. EDSALL: I share Ron’s concern as far as trying to
dispose of heavy intense storm flow via on-site
percolation when the documentation shows the best perc
is around 40 minutes at a particular location, which is
very difficult disposal rate for sanitary system, no
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less a storm so--

MR. LANDER: We don’t want to end up with a Truex Drive
situation here, people in the back with row boats.

MR. EDSALL: I‘1l1 look at it.

MR. PETRO: Mark, review it the way it is, you can go
down and do it actually on a site visit, if I think of
it tomorrow, I’m going to go there myself, go down the
road and see what’s down there.

MR. EDSALL: Just one other thing, just in case Anthony
hasn’t had a chance to go through it Section 4820 of
the code goes into landscaping requirements and I think
when you start to detail the plan, it might be
worthwhile just cross reference that.

MR. COPPOLA: Okay, this is still a preliminary plan, I
mean, there is a host of details that we really haven’t
shown that we’re trying to work out the major things
right now, get the board’s reaction on the overall
plan. '

MR. PETRO: If we should happen to be lucky enough to
.find something on Louise Drive, trying to get easements
the easiest way to do it is correct some of the water
problems, those people night have, you know what I am
trying to say, they may give you the easement if you
can you connect them in.

MR. PETRO: What are we doing with the entrance way,
what did we decide on that?

MR. STENT: You‘re sending it to the DOT.

MR. EDSALL: But I think it’s DOT issue as well.

MR. STENT: Sending plans to the DOT.

MR. BABCOCK: I think what happens when Jim reviews it
when he sees Blooming Grove Turnpike he assumes it’s a
DOT issue, so he has no jurisdiction over it, that is

why he says highway approval, I’m not sure of that but
that is normally what happens.
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MR. PETRO: We should get that clarified.

MR. LUCAS: The only way to address that is the
right-hand turn, left hand you would never be able to
do.

MR. BABCOCK: Jim should address that though.

MR. PETRO: We had mentioned reducing the size of this
building at the last meeting, why did we talk about
that?

MR. COPPOLA: Well, that was before we had done any of
the drainage or anything.

MR. PETRO: For parking why I don’t remember why we
mentioned that, I guess it’s not important then.

MR. COPPOLA: I think that was pending the results of
the storm drainage.

MR. STENT: You’re going to address the parking and get
that space?

MR. COPPOLA: The one space, yeah, I’'m going to change

that calculation but overall, we basically meet the
requirement for one space.

MR. PETRO: Conceptually, I don’t have a problem with
the site plan as it as but we need to address the
drainage and access and that is it.

MR. LANDER: Access is going to be a difficult
situation only because you can’t control, you can tell

people to turn right all day long, they’11l still turn
left.

MR. COPPOLA: That is a really bad left turn out of
there.

MR. PETRO: Let’s keep in mind that the applicant owns
the property, he’s got a right to use it so we have to
use the best way to access it.
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MR. COPPOLA: Again, just to go over my thinking again
on the western most portion of the site, we really
negated that too because if you can go out there and
look at the site distance, it’s terrible so we’re
pushing this all the way over to the east end.

MR. STENT: You have addressed it the best.

MR. EDSALL: Jim, just something Mike pointed out we
were wondering about, these little rectangular boxes as
they are shown off to the back of the building, are
they pads for exit doors or delivery doors?

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, that is all they are.

MR. EDSALL: Are you looking at having deliveries to
the back of the building?

MR. COPPOLA: Probably like a UPS truck or van type
truck.

MR. EDSALL: The only reason, two reasons, one is that
if it is deliveries, we might as well assume that the
circulation would be obstructed and we would assume
that the rear spaces would primarily be used by

.employees.

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, that is the thinking and anybody
else coming, whether it’s doctor’s office or anything
else.

MR. EDSALL: Second reason is as Mike pointed out,
there’s only 20 foot aisle, portion of which at least
probably 2 1/2 feet would be the pad and in the case of
someone driving-in or exiting the door effectively goes
out into the traffic lane.

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, well those doors probably don’t
need to swing out.

MR. EDSALL: Probably do by code.

MR. BABCOCK: If they are going to be the second exit,
it’s going to be the exit for the storage area, they
are going to have to swing out, I’m sure.
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MR. COPPOLA: We’ll take a look at that.

MR. EDSALL: I think you may want to, many cases when
these type buildings go in, you have utilities mounted
in back and Central Hudson required bollards, you may
want to provide the 20 foot as being 20 foot clear from
the back of the pad which would give you the room to
have the utilities and bollards and everything else.

MR. PETRO: Still have to solve if there’s a delivery
truck being parked there and spaces are full, how would
anyone get around?

MR. EDSALL: Appears they won’t.

MR. PETRO: That is pretty direct. Enough room to go
back a little further with the paving.

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, I mean couple feet is not going to
kill us, again, we’re trying to leave as much green

area as we can but we can push it back another four
feet. '

MR. EDSALL: Or you can reduce the building three or
four foot.

MR. PETRO: Or move it forward.

MR. COPPOLA: I just talked briefly about the building
right now we’re hoping that covering this up looking at
ten spaces in here right now working on a floor plan
and an elevation and we’ll have that rendering of the
front elevation for the next meeting so that is being

worked on.

MR. PETRO: Thank you.

MR. EDSALL: Do you have any problem with me getting
the letters out to DOT? '

MR. PETRO: No, let’s do that because we’re not going
to make any progress until we know.
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555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK 12553

Telephone: (914) 5634615
Fax: (914) 563-4693

October 18, 1996

New York State Dept. of Transportation
112 Dickson Street
Newburgh, NY 12550

ATTN: MR. DONALD GREENE
SUBJECT: TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR

PROPOSED OFFICE BUILDING

217 BLOOMING GROVE TPK. (P.B. FILE #96-20)
Dear Don:
Please find enclosed a copy of subject site plan as submitted to the Town of New Windsor
Planning Board. Also, please find enclosed a copy of the review from Kevin Novak of NYSDOT
in Poughkeepsie.

As can be seen in Mr. Novak’s review, we are requesting that your office review this plan for curb
cuts, drainage and any other concerns your office tmght have. If you have any questions, please
contact Mark Edsall, P.E. at (914) 562-8640

We would appreciate your prompt attennon to this matter as this project is schedule for our
Planning Board meeting on October 23, 1996.

Very truly yours,

Myra Mason, Secretary to the Planning Board

Town of New Windsor

cc:  Mark Edsall, P.E. - P.B. Engineer
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RESUBMISSION:

217VBL00 ING GROVE_ TURNPIKE - 10,000 SQUARE FEET OFFICE
BUILDING -

Mr. Anthony Coppola appeared before thé board for this
proposal.

MR. COPPOLA: Basically, we’re just here for
presubmission discussion. What we’re proposing, this
is a lot, it’s essentially a flat lot at the
intersection of Blooming Grove Turnpike and Route 94,
which is kind of a kind of big importance to the
discussion. What we’re proposing is a 10,000 square
foot single story professional office building lot size
is 56,900 square feet. Basically this building fits
fairly comfortably on the site with the required
parking, parking is calculated one space per 200 sguare
feet. So what we’re proposing is 53, spaces we’re
required 50. Our setbacks work. Really what the
purpose of my visit tonight really is just to gauge the
board’s opinion on I think two items which are pretty
important. One is traffic access and the second is
drainage. I think you all know this intersection here
is of a bit of a concern, there’s an existing house
there and then--

MR. DUBALDI: And there’s an existing doctor’s office
next door.

MR. PETRO: What zone is that?

MR. COPPOLA: NC. So what we’re proposing is one
two-way access which would be just passed the point,
just passed where this road intersects where traffic
could come, make a right-hand turn in here or make a
left-hand turn into this but only make a right-hand
turn out because basically, this is your quickest
traffic, cars come around this way pretty quick, cars
come around this way pretty quick and the sight
distance is not that great.

MR. LUCAS: There’s an office building on the other
side right and your entrance is--
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MR. COPPOLA: Their entrance is right down here also.
MR. LUCAS: So you would enter on 94 anyway.

HR. PETRO: If I am coming out of the building, want to
go to Vails Gate, what do you need to do?

MR. COPPOLA: You have got to go right and around the
horn and back onto Blooming Grove Turnpike. You put it
over here, this is bad because you have got cars coming
over here and there’s also a hump in the road going
this way where your sight distance is limited too.

MR. PETRO: 1Is there enough room if you come out of the
property, is there enough room to stage a car before
you come to the white line in the road, if you want to
go towards Vails Gate, I come out and I want to go
west?

MR. COPPOLA: Here?
MR. PETRO: Yes.

MR. COPPOLA: I’d say one car maybe, I don’t think
you’re going to get two cars there.

‘MR. EDSALL: Jim, I think that is a discussion that
because it’s so near the intersection with the state
highway, I think these are DOT issues, they should look
at this. The highway superintendent should look at it
and they should decide if it’s restricted or not
restricted as they do in every other commercial exit.

MR. PETRO: Let’s go over that and what’s your second
question? :

MR. COPPOLA: Just on drainage, there’s nothing here
that is existing in terms of any municipal service,
storm drainage in the road or anything, it’s
essentially a flat lot and hopefully what we’re looking
to do is just keep our water away from the building and
go with a swale in the rear and maybe on the side
possibly in the front two, we’re going to catch the
storm water. '
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MR. PETRO: You have got ten feet of water coming off
the roof also. Mark, can’t you make some pits, no good

"there?

MR. EDSALL: It’s a tough area, I think what they have
got to do, look at we talked in the workshop about
doing an evaluation of the storm water runoff and what
direction it would go and add adjacent systems, you
have got to look at where it’s going to go and what if
any systems are available to pick up that drainage,
it’s quite unfair to come in and ask the planning board
to tell you whether or not the drainage is workable or
not.

MR. COPPOLA: No, I just understand that we have to go
through the calculations and everything but I’m trying
to gauge.

MR. EDSALL: Again, it’s rather unfair to come in to
the board and ask them to start making decisions on
drainage when you haven’t even done any evaluations,
made any calculations, looked at any adjacent drainage
easements. The purpose of coming in for presubmission
was to go over the layout and if the board had any
concern about the building size and location, access,
but to ask the board to make calls on drainage issues

‘without the courtesy of even having prepared any

calculations, I just think is inappropriate.

MR. PETRO: You asked us about the drainage, we said I
don’t know, what’s your plan, let’s go from there.

MR. STENT: Was this two lots?

MR. COPPOLA: It’s 2 lots right now. It would be
combining those lots.

MR. PETRO: The o0ld club restaurant is there, is that
correct?

MR. LUCAS: If you go then there’s a road and then
there’s another house and then there’s the club so to
get the drainage there’s also a stream there, class A
stream. o
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MR. PETRO: That is what I was thinking about.

MR. LANDER: We’re not talking about drainage, there
was always a problem with access for this lot, always a
problen.

MR. PETRO: What else on the layout?

MR. COPPOLA: Let me just get your opinion on that then
we’re basically lying, fits within the confines of the
zoning ordinance in terms of setbacks and parking and
lot size.

MR. PETRO: What’s the side yard on NC, 15 feet?

MR. COPPOLA: Side yard required 15 and 35 total so we
have 38 and 60 total. Basically, it’s a one story
building that can be in excess of the rear, be divided
up into ten spaces that way, there’s no common space on
the interior so everyone would have entrance in the
front, have entrance in the rear, locate primary
entrance from the rear would be a service entrance
where they can take some light deliveries, locate a
dumpster off that, make it two dumpsters on the corners
of the lot, we haven’t developed any landscaping.

MR. PETRO: You’re aware it will have to be
sprinklered?

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, that we know, there’s a water main
here and I think so, I know.

MR. LUCAS: I think there’s a main right in front of
the building.

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah.

MR. LUCAS: Right in front of the burned out building
there’s a main, I mean a hydrant.

MR. PETRO: Mark, have you seen the hydrant?

MR. EDSALL: One of the issues I wanted the board to
focus in on was the amount of paved area and I don’t
know if Anthony’s had--
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MR. LANDER: It’s not enough.
MR. PETRO: What’s the coverage?

"MR. EDSALL: Although the zoning code for NC doesn’t
list specific development coverage maximum, section
4820 of the Town Code does require certain landscaping
minimum standards and I don’t know if Anthony’s looked
at that yet but I just wondered if the board had any
comment on, why don’t you tell us where the landscaping
is going to be?

MR. COPPOLA: In terms of screening or just green
areas?

MR. EDSALL: Landscaping.
MR. PETRO: Just landscaping in general.

MR. COPPOLA: Well, we have got a narrow strip here,
ten foot strip between the lot line and our pavement in
front that gives us an opportunity to do different
variety of plantings in there. We have a small green
area between sidewalk and/or right adjacent to the
building so again, we have the same thing there and the
‘'same thing around the sides of the buildings
themselves. There’s basically the building’s
surrounded by a curb so we’ll be able to do several
plantings right next to the building. Then once you
get out beyond the confines of the hard surfaces, it’s
all green, so small surfaces next to the building that
are green and then around the perimeter of the entire
property is also green and then those green areas and
plantings have to worked in with whatever we decide to
do on the drainage.

MR. PETRO: Back on the drainage for one more minute.
You’re going to have approximately 30,000 square feet
of roofing and blacktopping?

MR. COPPOLA: Yeah, probably.

MR. PETRO: 25 to 30, right? And to sit and look at
that and think we’re going to sheet flow this to the
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rear is going to be extremely poor planning, éspecially
we know it’s sitting in the middle of a development.

MR. CAPPOLA: There’s houses back here.

MR. PETRO: You’re going to do some homework and figure
out what to do with it. Does it go right back to
what’s the name of the street?

MR. STENT: Is it Louise or Lillian?

MR. LANDER: Does it go back to Louise?

MR. COPPOLA: These are the backs of houses right
there.

MR. PETRO: And they probably sit on Louise.
MR. COPPOLA: Okay.

MR. PETRO: As Mark said, entranceway, find out what
they want to do with that.

MR. COPPOLA: So we’ll get an opinion from DOT first.

MR. EDSALL: You need to make an application to the
‘planning board and then in normal course, the board
will refer it to the town highway superintendent and
DOT and let them feed back information.

MR. LANDER: I know it was a tough road the last time
it was in here but I think it was different use at that
time.

MR. EDSALL: It was retail.

MR. PETRO: You’‘re going to have access but whether or
not it’s going to be restricted. Well, the access in
this case should be restricted and they are going to
have to do it with the curbing, let the cars make a
right-hand turn. ) :

MR. LUCAS: It’s almost impossible to turn to the left.

MR. LANDER: I don’t mean that this, if they went down
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Blooming Grove Turnpike--
"HR. COPPOLA: Go back around this way.

MR. LANDER: You know the little park that is in there,
just go right arocund that.

_ MR. PETRO: Okay, thank you.
MR. STENT: Motion to adjourn.

MR. DUBALDI: Second it.

ROLL CALL

MR. DUBALDI AYE
_ MR. STENT AYE
MR. LANDER AYE
MR. LUCAS AYE
MR. PETRO AYE

Respectfully Submitted By:

n

¢yA o
{ \X; ;nQ \J
France ngttQ " \\T’\ \'

Stenographer
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TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR
555 UNION AVENUE
NEW WINDSOR, NEW YORK

17 September 1996

SUBJECT: BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS CENTER SITE PLAN
- TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD
(PROJECT NO. 96-20) '

To All Involved Ageﬁcies:

The Town of New Windsor Planning Board has had placed before it an Application for site plan
approval of the Blooming Grove Business Center site plan project located off Blooming Grove

" Turnpike within the Town. The project involves the development of a 10,000 square foot one-
story office building, located on a 1.3 +/- acre site, including related site improvements. It is the
opinion of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board that the action is an unlisted action under
SEQRA.

This letter is written as a request for Lead Agency coordination as required under Part 617 of the
Environmental Conservation Law.

A letter of response with regard to your interest in the position of Lead Agency, as defined by
Part 617, Title 6 of the Environmental Conservation Law and the SEQRA Review Process, sent
to the Town of New Windsor Planning Board, 555 Union Avenue, New Windsor, New York
12553, Attention: Mark J. Edsall, P.E., Planning Board Engineer (contact person), would be most
appreciated. Should no other involved Agency desire the Lead Agency position, it is the desire
of the Town of New Windsor Planning Board to assume such role. Should the Planning Board
fail to receive a response requesting Lead Agency within thirty (30) days, it will be understood
that you do not have an interest in the Lead Agency position.

Attached hereto is a copy of the preliminary site development plan, with location plan, for your
reference. A copy of the Short Environmental Assessment Form submitted for the project is also
included.



All Involved Agencies
Page 2,
Blooming Grove Business Center Site Plan

“Your attention in this matter would be most appreciated. Should you have any quesﬁohs
concerning this project, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned at (914) 562-8640.

Very truly yours,

TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR PLANNING BOARD

Gr

G éOARD ENGINEER

Enclosure"~ 7
ce: NYS Department of Environmental Conservation, New Paltz
NYS Department of Environmental Conservation, Albany
New York State Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
NYS Department of Transportation, Poughkeepsie
Town of New Windsor Supervisor (w/o encl)
Town of New Windsor Town Clerk (w/o encl)
Orange County Department of Planning
Applicant (w/o encl)
Planning Board Chairman (w/o encl)
Planning Board Attorney (w/o encl)

A:BLOOMING.mk
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STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
4 BURNETT BOULEVARD
POUGHKEEPSIE, N.Y. 12603

ALBERT J. BAUMAN JOHN B. DALY
REGIONAL DIRECTOR COMMISSIONER

October 15, 1996

Town of New Windsor Planning Board
Attn: Mark J. Edsall, P.E.

555 Union Avenue

New Windsor, New York 12553

RE: STATE ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY REVIEW
BLOOMING GROVE BUSINESS CENTER
TOWN OF NEW WINDSOR, ORANGE COUNTY

This Department has no objection to the Planning Board of
the Town of New Windsor assuming the role of lead agency for this action.

We have reviewed the Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) and find the estimated number of
vehicular trips to be reasonable.

If a Draft Environmental Impact Statement or Traffic Study is prepared for the proposed project,
please forward a copy to us for review.

Please be aware that a state Highway Work Permit will be required for any curb cuts and/or work
within the Route_ 94 _right-of-way. An application and final site plan should be forwarded to this
Department's local Residency office, as soon as possible, to initiate the review process.

[:] Other:

N X O K

Very truly yours,

Wai K. Cheung
Civil Engineer II o

By:
Kevin J. Novak o
Civil Engineer I

WKC:KIN
cc: J. W. Wickeri, Traffic Engineering & Safety, Region 8

c\kjn\kform . wpd
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y £ New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
g £ Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau

8 newvomsare §  Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643

Beérnadette Castro
Commissioner

October 29, 1996

Mark Edsall

Town of New Windsor

555 Union Avenue , '

New Windsor, New York 12553

Dear Mr. Edsall:

RE: SEQRA
Blooming Grove Business Center
New Windsor, Orange County
96PR2423

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Office of Parks, Recreation
and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) concérnlng your project‘s potential
lmpact/effect upon historic’ and/or prehistoric cultural resources. The
documentation which you provided on your project has been reviewed by our
staff. Prelimlnary compents and/or requests for additional information are
noted on separate attachments accompanying this letter. A determination of
lmpaCt/EffECt will be provided only after ALL documentation requirements
-noted on any attachments have been met. Any questions concerning our
prellmlnary comments and/or requests for additional information should be
directed to the appropriate staff person Ldentifxed on each attachment.

In cases where a state agency is involved in this undertaking, it is
appropriate for that agency to determine whether consultation should take
place with OPRHP under Section 14.09 of the New York State Parks, Recreation
and Historic Preservation Law. In addition, if there is any federal agency
involvement, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s regqulations,
"Protection of Historic and Cultural Properties” 36 CFR 800 require that
agency to initiate consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO) . -

When responding, please be sure.to refer to the OPRHP Project Review
(PR) number noted above.

Sincerely,

Ruth L. Pierpont :

Director, Historic Preservation

" Field Services Bureau -
Attachment

AnEqmlCmpmtxmw%ﬂMnmweAdnﬂAaﬂﬁv
© prived on ecycled puper 7 €§;§§‘




ARCHEO! Y COMMENTS

96PR2423

Based on reported resources, your project area may contain an
archeological site. Therefore, the Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic
Preservation (OPRHP) recommends that a Stage 1 archeological survey is
warranted unless substantial ground disturbance can be documented.

A Stage 1 survey is designed to determine the presence or absence of
archeological sites or other cultural resources in the project’s area of
potential effect. The Stage 1 survey is divided into two progressive units
of study including a Stage 1A sensitivity assessment and initial project
area field inspection, and a Stage 1B subsurface testing program for the
project area. The OPRHP can provide standards for conducting cultural
resource investigations upon request. Cultural resource surveys and survey
reports that meet these standards will be accepted and approved by the
OPRHP.

our office does not conduct cultural resources surveys. A 36 CFR 61
qualified archeologist should be retained to conduct the Stage 1 survey. -
Many archeological consulting firms advertise their availability in the
yellow pages. The services of qualified archeologists can also be obtained
by contacting local, regional, or statewide professional archeological
organizations. Stage 1 surveys can be expected to vary in cost per mile of
right-of-way or by the number of acres impacted. We encourage you to -
contact a number of consulting firms and compare examples of each firm’s
work to obtain the best and most cost-effective product.

Documentation of ground disturbance should include a description of the
disturbance with confirming evidence. Confirmation can include current
photographs and/or older photographs of the project area which illustrate
the disturbance (approximately keyed to a project area map), past maps or
site plans that accurately record previous disturbances, or.current soil
borings that verify past disruptions to the land. The OPRHP does not
consider agricultural practices to be ground disturbing activities. Many
archeological sites are located at depths below the plow zone and would not
be disturbed by plowing, tilling or other agricultural practices.

If you have any questions concerning archeology, please call
Cynthia Blakemore at (218) 237-8643 ext. 288.
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REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
' TO EVALUATE
BUILDINGS/STRUCTURES/DISTRICTS

96 P 425

dhhhkhhkhhhhhdkhiohdhhhhhhhththhhhhttiitrbdbhhhhbhrhhbrthittrhrbhibhrhhhhbbhbbbhrid

In order for us to complete our evaluation of the historic significance of
all buildings/structures/districts within or adjacent to your project area
we will need the following additional information:

Full project description showing area of potential effect.

< |

Clear, original photographs of buildings/struct:uresd 50 years
or older within or immediately adjacent toc the project area, keyed
to a site plan.

Clear, original photographs of the surroundings looking out from
the project site in all directions, keyed to a site map.

Date of construction.
Brief history of property.

Clear, original photographs of the following:

Other: - .

Please provide only the additional information checked above. If you have
any questions concerning this request for additional information, please
call John A. Bonafide at (518) 237-8643 ext.263 .

rd

PLEASE BE SURE TO REFER TO THE PROJECT NUMBER NOTED ABOVE WHEN RESPONDING TO
THIS REQUEST , o



~ Anthony J. Coppola, R.A. Design, Architecture, and Planning
175 Liberty Street, Newburgh, NY 12550 o Tel: 914-561-3559 o Fax: 914-561-2051

Wedsesday, November 13, 1996

N.Y.S. Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau

Pecbles Island, PO Box 189 :

Waterford, N.Y. 12188-0189

Attn.: Cynthia Blakemore

Dear Ms. Blakemore,

As per our recent telephone conversation 1 am enclosing the following information with regards
to our project:

o  Site Plan Drawing SP1

o  Context Keyed Area Map

. SevenPhotosofthesnmoundmgbmldmgsandoursubjectpropmy

We believe that after careful examination of the photographs and drawings you will see that most
of the surrounding area immediately adjacent to our lot has been previously disturbed and developed. In
fact, on our lot you can also see that the trees in the center were previously cut down and cleared from the
site. This has left only the pre-existing trees on the lot perimeter.

Thisinformationis'alwconsistmtﬁthmeexisﬁnghmseonmlm. Apparently when this
house was constructed the site was cleared, as were the other lots in the vicinity.

Based on this evidence it is our contention that this lot has been previously disturbed and should
not be subject to a Stage 1 archeological survey. lemﬂmyoﬂicelfywhaveanyﬁmherqmuonson
this matter.

Very Truly Yours,

0 (-

Anthony J. Coppola, R.A.

cc: Northeast Industrial Development Associates
New Windsor Planning Board
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Now York Stato Office of Parks, Recreation and l-listorlc Presorvatlon
_ Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau

& mvont'suﬁ ? Peeblas Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New Ydrk 121 88-0189 518-237-8643
B‘mmkm-Cnnm '

Commissioner

December 9, 1996

Ankhbhy-d;'Coppola
175 Liberty Street

Newburgh, NY 12550

‘Dear Mxr. Coppola:

Re: SEQRA

Proposed Blooming Grove Business
Center

New Windsor, orange County
96PR2423

Thank you for requesting the comments of the Office of Parks, Recreation

"and Historic Preservation (OPRHP). We have reviewed the project in

accordance with the New York State Parks, Recreatlon and Historic
Preservation Law, Section 14.09.

Based upon this review, it is the OPRHP's opinion that your project will

. have No Impact upon cultural resources eligible for inclusion in the State

and National Registers of Historic Places.

If further correspondence is required regardihg this project, please be

" sure to refer to the OPRHP Project Review (PR) number noted above.

Sincerely,

THA A, Pt

Ruth L. Pierpont
Director, Historic Preservation
Field Services Bureau

RECEIVED JAN - 91997

96-

20 L |
An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Agency
Qmmmm -
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PLANNING BoARD FILZ NUMBER: 9 6 - 2 O Rc\/ 3

DA’W DLAN RECEIVED: RECEIVED JAN — 9 1897

The mzos and plans Zor ths £iisz 2rprovel
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NEW WINDSOR DLANN NG BOARD REVIEW FOBM
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. N.W. HIGHWAY DEPT.
PLANNING BOARD FILE NUMBER: 96- 20 Rev3
| DATE PLAN recezvep:_ RECEIVED JAN - 9 1897
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!3'
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MEMO

To: Town Planmng Board
From: Town Fire Inspector
‘ Subject: 217 Blooming Grove Turnpike

Date: 22 January 1997

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-96-20 ,
~ Dated: 9 January 1997
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FPS-97-005

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 17 January 1997.

- This site plan is acceptable.

'Plans Dated: 9 January 1997.

RFR/dh
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NEW WINDSOR. NEW YORK 12553
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' NEW WINDSOR TLANNING BOARD REVIZW FORM NUV ]2 ]998
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TO: FIRE INSPECTOR, D.O.T., WATIR, SEWER, EIGHWAY

MYRX MASON, SECRETARY FOR TEI FLANNING BOARD
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3
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' 96- 20

DATE PLAN RECEIVED: RECEIVED NOV - 71996 = Rev 2

The mz2ps &nd pvlans Zg¢r ths Sizs :l.pproval/
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MEMO

To: Town Planning Board
From: Town Fire Inspector
Subject: 217 Blooming Grove Tpk. Site Plan

Date: 12 November 1996

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-96-20
Dated: 7 November 1996
Fire Prevention Reference Number: FP5-96-056

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 12 November 1996.

This gite plan is acceptable.

Plans Dated: 5 November 1996
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. 0 Main Office
. . 45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)
ﬁ New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
PC 3 Branch Office

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL 400 Broad Street _
ilford, Pennsylvania 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 296-2765 :

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

PLANNING BOARD WORK SESSION
RECORD OF APPEARANCE

LLAGE OF ﬂ/Fﬁj w/ﬂdfi’L P/B ﬁ_Qé - > o,
WORK SESSION DATE: é AZDL/ Qé APPLICANT RESUB.
REQUIRED:

REAPPEARANCE AT W/g REQUESTED:

PROJECT NAME: < TP/‘ 01ZC Z A
PROJECT STATUS: NEW OLD 2
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MUNIC REPS PRESENT: BLDG INSP. /A S

FIRE INSP.
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PLANNER
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‘J”“fff“ﬁw&L Accens M%Mhdﬁcwl&‘ Qo 5 Korn NG B2

— rwei e np 0K~

- fO{a fe frare L/- 1.

~_ceede N peddn 12" buck B cel I
/\/:\/\/\/\/\ -
lg IJ(L Y
ﬂ/) (@is ol beis 7 For At ved ~F.

Vil

J/UT DN C@Q)&/\M
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MEMO

To: Town Planning Board

From: Town Fire Inspector

Subject: 217 Blooming Grove Tumpike
Date: 23 October 1996

Planning Board Reference Number: PB-96-20
Dated: 17 October 1996
Fire Preveution Reference Number: FPS-96-052

A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on 21 October 1996.
This site plan is acceptable.

Plans Dated: 14 October 1996,
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PLEASE RETURN COMPLETED FORX 0
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RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
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MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
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. . ' . O Main Office
, 45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)
New Windsor, New York 12553

. PC

(914) 562-8640
O Branch Office

McGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL - ﬁmﬁ’d‘f‘:,deﬂsg::;am 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. (717) 295-2765

RICHARD D. McGOEY, P.E.
WILLIAM J. HAUSER, P.E.
MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.

~RECORD OF - APPEARANCE ‘-

ILLAGE or _Mew ( /(/)Jﬂm/L B/B # U P

ORK SESSION DATE: VD @C-‘T; APPLICANT RESUB.

: . REQUIRE
REAPPEARANCE AT Wgs REQUESTED Yes Z .
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T _fthe L, A o Pl ‘?/‘1 ( snor—ei AT
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Inter-Office Correspondence
To: Town Planning Board
From: Town Fire Inspector
Date: 11 September 1996

Subject: 217 Blooming Grove Turnpike

Planning Board Reference Number: PB 96-20
Date: 28 August 1996
: Flre Preventlon Reference Number: FPS-96-042

"A review of the above referenced subject site plan was conducted on
11 September 1996.

This site plan is acceptable.

Plans Dated: 19 August 1996

A

Robert F. R rs; C.C.A.

RFR/dh
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O Main Office

‘ ¢ " ' 45 Quassaick Ave. (Route 9W)
® New Windsor, New York 12553
(914) 562-8640
. pC ) ) O Branch Office

MCGOEY, HAUSER and EDSALL - 400 Broad Street _
) itford, Pennsylvania 18337
CONSULTING ENGINEERS P.C. ‘ (717) 296-2765
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MARK J. EDSALL, P.E.
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